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Anſwer to the Eleventh Section of Dr. Davenant's+ 
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A double. minded Man is unſtable in all bis Ways, James 1. 8. 
Winnow not with every Wind, and go not into every Way ; for ſo - 
A ee = i relle rd be ile | 
edfaſt in thy Underſtanding, and let : ord be the fame. : 
| 1 oY Life. be ſincere, | Ecclus. 4. 9, 10, II. 
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H. 18 Author — with a Complaint + rye ;. 
of the Miſrepreſentation that is made of 
Ocecgſional Conformity f Diſſenters ; and 
| ©" {| adds, that the credulows World takes no- page s. 
thing ſo much upon Truſt as the ill-natur'd and falſe Re- 
preſentations of thoſe that are govern'd by the Word of 
God, and not by the corrupt Examples and Oſages of the 
Multitnde, At Occaſronal miſtt then govern'd 


by the Word of God ? And are conſtant Conformiſts, 

or ſtrict Diſſenters, govern d by the Examples and 

Ulſages of the Multitude? Is Conſtancy the Character 

of the Multitude? and Inconſiſtency of thoſe who 
B 


are 


— 


| (2) 

_ are govern'd by the Word of God? Indeed ſo extraor- 
dinary a Practice, which contradicts the Principles 
of the Catholick Church, the Principles of the Church 
of England, and the Principles of their own Sepa- 
ration, ſtands in need ef ſome very clear and expreſs 


Commands in the V God ti 2 — tit ʒ and they 
of all Men living, who divide from the Church, becauſe 
ſhe practiſes ſome things which are not particularly 

commanded, tho' they are no where forbidden, ought 
to have produced ſome Command in Scripture. for a 
Practice which lies under ſuch hard Imputations on 
all ſides. But this zealous Advocate for Occaſional 
Conformity, was wiſer than to pretend to give us one 

| Command from Scripture for it; and he had conſul- 
| ted his own Reputation, and that, of his Cauſe, if 

{ he had pretended to no Examples thence, which brings. 

me to his. firſt Propoſition. 


OED TTTH 4: 

That Occaſional Conformity is no new thing, but is 
warranted,” in ſome Caſes, ly the moſt ſacred and 
unconteſtable Precedents. 


E , 

Examples, we know, ate of the weakeſt kind of- 
UH Arguments, and many things mult coneur to make it 
0 a good Argument at any time ; but when the Caſes- 
| are not alike, Example is no Argument; unleſs it be 

of the want of Underftanding, or Honeſty in him 

that uſes it. And our Author himſelf as good as con - 
- feſſes the Caſes are not alikeʒ for after he has produ- 


ced his Pyecedlem for Oc Conformity; he adds 


! cheſe ſurprzzing words, p. g. I am nor concern d to 

prove the Caſe of the Diſſanrers to be parallel with theſe 

= before us, "tis ſufficient to vindicate em from the Impu-- 

vation of Hppocriſte aud Atheiſmn: that #hey think — ſo. 
"26 | What! 


(3) 
What} has he no-ſooner produced his Precedents, but 
he has forgot for what purpoſe he did it? Was it the 
Sin or H of the Occaſional Conformiſts, 
or the Juſtification of the Practice it ſelf which was 
the Queſtion before him? Let him look back to his 
own P topoſition „That Occaſiomal Conformity is no 
nem, Nc. Was it to prove the Diſſenters were no 
Hypocrites, or to prove this Propoſition that he pro- 
ducd his Precedents? And what Proof are they of it, 
if the Cafes are not parallel? Had he been able to 
prove: the Caſe of the Diſlenters parallel with that. 
of thoſe Examples; it concern d him to have done 
it : And if he was not able to prove that, as I am 
certain he is not, it eoncern'd him not to have 
alledg d them: But in the mean time, this is an ad- 


mirable Advocate for Occaſional Conformity, He 


no Command of Scripture for it, only de- 


produces 
ends his Cauſe by ſome Examples, and then tells us 
he is not eoncern d to prove thoſe Examples parallet 


with 2 he is defending, i. e. he is not con- 
ern d to pro 5 are at all to his purpoſe, tho he 
lays the — ſtreſs of his Cauſe upon them; which 
I thinks to. let it #all;to the Ground, and there | might 
fairly leave it. But the Honour of our Holy Religion, 
and of the ever bleſſed Author of it, requires me to 
vindicate theſe n from this bold Prophana- 


tion of tem. 
Jol the Baptift, ſaith«be, man Une Con- 
to the Jewiſh\Chureb. In the account which 
the Goſpels: give us of St. Jabs Baptiſt, is there the 
leaſt appearance that he made any Separation from 
the Jewiſh Church? Do's he any where ſigniſie his 
Diſſent to. the eftabliſh'd Worſhip; that might bo 


= 2 reaſon to ſay that he was only an 


Luke 7. 


OO ee eee, 
ſonal Conformiſt to it? 80 far from it, chat this Au- 
thor owns he went to Jeruſalam to worſnip thrice | 
Year at the ſolemn Feaſts aceording to the Law; 
which proves him a conſtant Communicant ; tor oftner 
none were obliged, and ſeldomer no Male was e. 
caſed that was able to come. Well. but at other time 
he held ſeparate Aſſemblies in the Wilderneſs f Judæa, 
at Jordan, and at Rnon, © where he taught and baptized. 
If he means that S. John Baptiſt ſet up a Communion 
oppoſite tothe Jewiſh Church, or ſeparate from it, it 
is a falſe and groundleſs Aſſertion; but if he means 
no more than that lie. preach d and baptized" thoſe 
that came to him for farther Inſtrucion, he did no- 
thing but what was every way conformable to that 
Oeconomy which obliged the People to hear and 
obey their Prophets; and we read that not only all 
the People held John for a Prophet (which by the 
way they would not have done, had he been à Se- 
peratiſt from their Church) but our Saviour himſelf 
declares, he was much more than a Prophet, and that 
among thoſe that are born of Women, there is not a 
greater Prophet than John the Baptiſt... The Prophets 
foretold Chriſt's coming at a diftance; St. John decla- 
red his Kingdom was at hand, and therefore he had 
not only the Jus Propheticum, the common Right of a 
Prophet, but the greater Authority of the Fore- runner of 
Chriſt. And as this Office was long before authorized 
by the Propheſies of the Jewiſh Chureh ; ſo when he 
executed it, preparing the way of the Lord, by preach- 
ing and baptizing, he acted as conformably to that 
Conſtitution, as when he went up to Jeruſalem to wor- 
ſhip. So little reaſon had our Author to ſay, If 
John's Miniſtry was the beginning of the Goſpel, as St. 
Mark 'calls it, Chriſtianity had its firſt beginning in 


Occa- 


na (5) 

Occafpronal* Conformity, pag, 7. which, with the follow- 

ny Paragraph, would have better become the Pen of 

a Porphyry, rather than a Diſciple of Chriſt's. And if he 

thinks this too ſevere, a Diſſenting Author upon his f, Pie, 

next Paragraph ſays, God forbid he ſhould dare write er, * — 

Jo. But whatſoever Character our Author is pleaſed ba. 6- 

to give his Occaſional Conformiſts, let him not for 

the future make any of thoſe inconſiſtent Men St. John 

Baptiſts; above all, let not thoſe Reeds ſhaker with the 

Wind, thoſe who move different ways, one way for 

Party, another way for Preferment, let not thoſe 

who double with Religion, that they may wear ſoft Rai- 

ment and. live in King's Houſes, let not thoſe afſume 
this Venerable Character of inflexible Integrity; if 

they defire to follow his Example,let me give it in the 
Excellefit, tho deſpiſed Liturgy of our Church, who 
by a form of ſound Words, uſes to teach her Children, 
even in their Prayers, the great Duties of the Goſpel, 
in a moſt Orthodox and yet familiar way. And thus 
ſhe propoſes that great Saint's Example to our imitation 
in the Collect of his day, Make us after his Example 
conflantlh ſpeak the Truth, boldly rebuke Vice, and pati- 
ently ſuffer for the Truth's ſake. Had our Author been an 
entire Conformiſt, and frequent in the Church on 
Holy Days, he might have learnt the difference be- 
twixt the unſbalęen Conſtancy of St. John Baptift, and 
the levity and inconfiſtency of an Occaſional Conformiſt. 

1C But he goes farther, and has the Confidence to lay, 
s ff our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, the Author of our Holy Religion, 


fran 


— 
— 


SHE 


H- 

at was alſo an Occaſional Conformiſt, p. 7. But what proof 

8 doth he pretend to give of this bold Aſſertion? Why, 

IF he was a Difſenter from the impoſed Ceremonies and Tra- 

YA ditions of the Elders. That's not the Queſtion, Was he 

in a Diſſenter from the Jewiſh 3 It is one thing 
0 tO 


o. 
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to reprove Men for their Faults, another to ſeparate 
from their Communion; it is one thing to cenſure a 
Superſtitious Cuſtom of the Phariſees about Waſhings 
before Meat, which is the inſtance our Author refers 
to, another thing to ſeparate from the publick Wor- 
ſhip of the Fewiþ Church; the firſt is what every one 
has a right to do, the latter our Saviour never did. 
But we find him, ſaith he, ſometimes in the Temples and 
Synagogues, at other times Preaching in private Houſes, 


on Mountains, and in the Wilderneſs, he Preachd in 


Separate Congregations, pag. 7. What doth he mean by 


all this, that our Saviour's Execution of his Propheti- 
cal Office, was making a ſeparation from the Jewiſh Oe- 
conomy 2 Did not our Lord do all this by the Autho- 


_ rity of his Prophetical Office, and had not that a ſuffi- 


Deut. 18. 18. 


Ifaiah 61. 


John 3 


Acts 3. 24. 


cient Warrant, even from the Jewiſþ Oeconomyꝰ Had 
not Moſes told that People, The Lord thy God will raiſe 
up unto thee a Prophet like unto me, him ſpall ye hear ? 
and had they not Tſaiab's Prophecy, which he ſpoke 
in our Saviour's Perſon, The Spirit of the Lord is upon 
me, becauſe the Lord hath anointed me to Preach, &c. 
And therefore Philip could immediately ſay to Natha- 
nael, We have fouud him of whom Moſes in the Lam and 
the Prophets did write, Jeſus of Nazareth; and St. Peter, 
after he had mentioned Moſes's Prophecy, adds, Tea, 
and all the Prophets from Samuel, and thoſe that follow 
after, as many as have ſpoken, have likewiſe foretold of 
theſe days. Nay, even the Samaritan Woman knew ſo 
much of the Meſſiah's Office, that ſhe could fay, when 


. be is come he will tell us all things, i. e. will teach us 


all things concerning our Religion. Whereſoever then 
our Saviour Preach'd, whether in publick or in pri- 
vate, it was in diſcharge of his Prophetzcal Office; and 
muſt the diſcharge of that Office, which was thus au- 

thorized 


r . 


we | 


(97)) 


thorized by the Prophecies of the Jewiſh Church, and 
tended to the perfection of it, be called a ſeparation 
from it? There was no Jem ſo harden'd againſt the be- 
lief of our Saviour, but had he believed he was that 
Prophet of whom Moſes ſpake, the Meſſiab in whom 
their whole Religion center'd, there is not a Jew I 
ſay would then have imagin'd, that our Lord's Preach- 
ing tended to make a ſeparation from the Jewiſh Church, 
but to exalt and perfect it. Nor was our Saviour only 
deſigned to this great Office by the Prophecies that 
went before of him, but he was in a molt folemn 
manner inaugurated to it by the deſcent of the Holy 


| Ghoſt upon him, in a viſible manner, and an audible 
Voice from Heaven ſaying, Thou art my beloved Son, wat. 3. 


in whom I am well pleaſed, hear him. And for a farther 
confirmation, he came with infallible Credentials, a 
Divine Power of working Miracles. Here was a ſuffi- 
cient Authority to Preach the Goſpel, and give Com- 
miſſion to his Apoſtles to do the ſame, and an Autho- 
rity which that Oeconomy was, by the Divine Law, 
obliged to own; and therefore tis the heighth of Ab- 
ſurdity to make the former a Diſſent or Separation from 
the latter. And this ſhould methinks ſtrike Terror in- 
to Separetiſts, that our Bleſſed Saviour, who had ſuch 
Authority to Preach, made no Separation from the 
Jewiſh Church, nay, lived in conſtant Communion - 
with it. This Author has affirmed the contrary, but 
upon falſe Grounds, -as we have ſeen already, and in 
contradiction to the whole Hiſtory of our Saviour's 
Life, as we ſhall now ſhew. St. Paul tells us Chriſt was 
made under the Law, that is, ſubject to it, and one 
great end of his being ſo was, that he might deliver 


the Jews from that Yoke, and exempt us from paſling Gal. 4. 4, 3. 


under it, to redeem them that were under the Law, 
C 2 and 


1 


Luke 2. 22. 


Mat. 3. 15. 


Luke 4. 16. 


(8) 

and that we might receive the Adoption of Sons. Our 
Saviour himſelf declares, that he came not to dillolve 
the Law, but fulfil it; he was received into the Jewiſh 
Church by Circumciſion, and preſented in the Tem- 
ple, according as it is written in the Law of the Lord, 
every Male, Gc. at which time the Bleſſed Virgin his 
Mother offered the Legal Offerings for her Purificati- 
on; he ſubmitted to St. Fehr's Baptiſm, to fulfil all 
Righteouſneſs; he commanded his 1 to hear 
the Scribes and Phariſees, becauſe they ſat in Moſes Chair ; 
he went up to Jeruſalem at the ſolemn Feaſts, and fre- 
__ the Synagogues; he went into the Synagogue, 
aith St. Luke, as his Cuſtom was on the Sabbath-day; 
and before his Paſſion he kept the Paſſover with his 


Diſciples; which ſhews that he perſevered in this 


Communion-unto his Death. Is there now'the leaſt 
ſhadow of Separation in the Hiſtory of our Saviout's 
Life? Is there the leaſt intimation in any of the Evan- 
geliſts, that he was only an Occaſional Conformiſt to the 
Jewiſh Church? Is it poſſible to give clearer Evidence 
that any one lived in conſtant Communion with it? Our 


Author did wiſely not to undertake to prove theſe 


Examples parallel to the Caſe before him; but then he 
{hould have done honeſtly, and not have produced 
Examples diametrically oppoſite to it : for the manner 


in which our Lord communicated with the Fewifb 


Church is ſo far from giving any Countenance to Se- 
paration or Occaſional Conformity, that this Author 


could not have found a Precedent that more expreſly 


nothing to his pa 


condemns both. | 7 
But ſince the Examples our Author has alledg d are 
— let me produce one, which 


if not parallel to his Cauſe, is ſo near akin to his De- 
fence of it, that the reading of this brought that to 


— 


* 
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(9) 
my Mind. One Southwel, a Romiſh Prieſt, who came 
into Exgland in Queen Elizabeth's Reign, perſuaded 


the People where he liv'd, that if they ſhould be ex- 


amined by a Magiſtrate upon Oath, whether they had 

ſeen Southwel, they might ſafely deny it with a re- 

ſervation in their Minds. This a Woman whom he 

had endeavour'd to perſuade to this Praftice, con- 

feſs'd in open Court, and Sowthwell did not deny it, 

but undertook the Juſtification of his Doctrine, in 

ſuch cafes where Perſons were examin'd in Matters of 
Religion, by a Magiſtrate who had not competent 
Authority. At the ſame time one Gerrard, an Emi- 

nent Jeſuit, being a Priſoner in the Tower, Sir Richard 

Berkley, then Lieutenant of the Tower, Mr. Wade a 

Maſter of Requeſts, Mr. Edward Cook the Queen's At- 

torney General, and Mr. Fleming her Sollicitor, ac- 

quainted him with what Soutbwell had ſaid, and deſi- 

red him to give them his Opinion of it. Gerrard 

own'd he was of Southwells Opinion, that in ſuch 

Caſes Equivocation was lawful, and impiouſly as well 

as falſely, pretended our Bleſſed Saviour's Example in 

defence of it; as you may ſee in the Lectures of Mr. 

George Abbot, afterwards Arch-Biſhop of ' Canterbury, 

Printed 1598. The Year after this Diſcourſe of Ger- hes fer 
rard's, for the truth of which he appeals to thoſe jtidem Pre- 
Gentlemen who were preſent at it, and all alive at 3% 75 fl. 
that time, Mr. Abbot paſſes a ſevere, but juſt Cen- in oxmic, 
ſure on the Jeſuit 3 and when our Author condemns &. Cap. 1. de 
him, as I doubt not but he will, let him try how he eie 5. 1 
can excuſe himſelf. Theſe are both fad Inſtances of 
the Corruption of Human Nature, and ſhew us that 

when Men have once eſpouſed a bad Cauſe, it puts 

them upon worſe Arts $o defend it, and a blind Zeal 
will ſtick at nothing in defence of it, tho the gc" 


— 


- — — wv 4 a 
—— — oa — — — 
r ot +29 


* . 
wo — 
— 

3. wes 


— 
2 ** * 1 * 1 1 1% 59 - 22 
- . * — —— - 


WI ** — * —— —— 
— * © 1 . — - * 
—— 37*ꝰ— — — * vw ow — — Þ in. 
- 3 43S. oc as 2 


— » — 


— 
. 


(ww). 

of Religion and our common Chriſtianity ſuffer by 
it. But I wiſh this Author had conſidered that wiſe 
and holy ſaying of the Father, Etiam vera de Deo 
dicere periculoſum el. When we ſpeak of God, it 
ſhould be with fome Awe upon our Minds, tho' we 
ſay nothing but Truth of him: what is it then to im- 


pute our Follies to him, or make him a Patron or 
Precedent of our Faults. Iyſam Celum petimus Stul- 


John 5. 20. LH 
4 perſe 


ecute 
ſter of the Houſe an Occaſronal C 


til ia. 


they have perſecuted me, (aith our Saviour, they will 


After this Author hath made = Ma- 
miſt, it is no won- 


der he makes thoſe of the Honſhold, his Apoſtles, the 


fame. The ſum of his 


Argument is this, The Apoſtles 


ſometimes uſed, and at other times diſuſed the Jewiſh 


Ceremonies: St. Paul, ir 


icular, exhorted the 


Chriſtians to affert their Freedom from —— 


of the Law, and yet occaſionally 


purified himſelf in 


the Temple; he Circumciſed Faul but ee not 
Circumciſe Titus, &c. 


In anſwer to which, I ſhall lay down ——— 


ſitions which will ſet this matter in a clear Licht 120 
vindicate the Apoſtles erg from this nn 


Imputation. 


Cur autem non dicam i lla bræ- 
eepta veterum Sacramentorum 
ner bona eſſe, quia non eis Ho- 


miner juſt ificantur, umbræ enim 


ſunt prenunclantes gratiam, 
qua ju ſtificamur,; nec tamen 
mala, quia Divinitus precepta 
ſunt, temporibus perſoniſq; con- 
grumntia. Auguſtin, Hier, Epiſt. 
97. in operibus Aieron, Tom. 1. 
Edit. Victorii. 

Quamvuis Gentibus non eſſent 
imponenda, non tamen ſic debu- 
iſe auferri à conſuetudine Ju- 
dzorum fanguam dcteftanda ac 


Firſt, The Ceremonies of the Jewiſſ 
Church were of Divine Inſtitution, and 
fo were not evil in themſelves, but Sha- 
dows of Gcod Things to come, Types of 
our Saviour and the Goſpel State. 

Secondly, The Jews Ceremonies were 
alive and obligatory, tilt our Saviour's 

Paſſion and Reſurrection, but after that 
they were dead as to their Signitication, 

which 


(1x ) 
which was accompliſh'd, and their Obli-  _, _ ; 
gation which then erpirdd. ae ee 
And yet Thirdly, They were, as the Fa- timeGratie Chriſti,qua ſola r. 

ther's expreſs it, to have a decent Burial ; f % fe. ibid. Hei as 
for being of Divine Inſtitution, and ha 
ving no Evil in themſelves, they were not to be re- 
jected on a ſudden, or all at once; but the Apoſtles 
as Governours of the Church, till the Goſpel was ful- 
ly promulgated, permitted the uſe of them to the 

ewiſb Converts, not as neceſſary to Juſtification and 
Salvation, which was now to be obtain d only by Faith 
in the Goſpel, and Obedience to it; nor as Typical 
parts of Religion, but as external indifferent things: 
"Twas lawful to uſe them in this manner for a certain | 
Reaſon, becauſe they were no where yet forbidden; f f. Peaking 
but not neceſſary, becauſe they were no longer en- faith argue ira 
joyn'd; and conſequently they might be us d or diſ- e nec 
us d, as Prudence directed, for the propagation of Chri- Zanuamnefari- 
ſtianity, and the avoiding of Scandal. And there  probibendss 
was great Reaſon to indulge this Temporary Pruden- ,, — = 
tial Obſervation of them in that extraordinary jun- neceſaria com- 
cure. | pellendos. ibid. 
Frirſt, becauſe the Chriſtian Church was Built on 
the Foundation of the Prophets as well as the Apoſiles, 
Feſus Chriſt being the chief Corner-Stone. The Moſaick 
Oeconomy was Chriſtianity veil'd under Types and 
Figures, and the Chriſtian Church was to be grafted 
on the Jewiſh Stock; and therefore that Oeconomy 


was not to be aboliſhed at once, but by degrees, as 


the Eſtabliſhment of the Chriſtian Church advanced; 
but when the Goſpel was fully promulgated, when 
this Light ſhone out in its full Luſtre, thoſe Shadows 
were wholly to diſappear: And therefore, tho with 
the Indulgence of the Governors of the Church, 

D 2 they 
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they might be uſed, duri — hag extraordinary Jun&- 

ure, yet Sade that P expired, as well as the 
5 Occaſions ceas d upon which 18 was granted, they 
„ ought no longer to be continued. 
lice: Auftorita- Secondly, To pay a due Regard to their Divine 
en Saramen. Inſtitution, the Fewiyſh Converts were not enjoyn d to 
trum ilbrumTenounce all their Rites immediately, as were the 
Frop-ticam Gentile Converts, who came from the Idolatrous 
ibid, Rites of Falſe Gods. 

Thirdly, That the Jews might not. be offended at 
Chriſtianity, as if it were a Religion entirely new, 
and wholly different from that which had been deli- 
ver d to the Fathers, but might be convinc'd, it was 
the ſame Religion only Reform'd, Exalted and Spiri- 
tualiz d by the Revelation and Inſtitutions of the 
Goſpel. From what hath been ſaid, it appears that 
ſince there was no Law that any longer enjoyn d the 
Jewiſh Ceremonies, nor any Law which forbad them, 

but were for a certain time left indifferent in their 
Nature and theif Uſe ; they were not a Subject of 
Conformity or Non-Conformity, but of Prudence and 
Charity, by the Rules whereof Chriſtians were to be 
directed, in the uſe. or diſuſe of them, as the Propa- 
gation of Chriſtianity, the avoiding of Scandal, and 
other good ends required. And therefore to con- 
clude, where there was no Conformity in the Practice 
of them, nor Non-Conformity in the Omiſſion, there 
was no place for Occaſional Conformity. 

His laſt Precedents of Occaſional Conformity, are of 
Heathen Princes, with the Jewiſþ Church, p. 10. 
The firſt is of Doria, for which he refers to that 
Prince's Decree, in Ezra the 6th, in which he order'd 

1 his Officers to ſupply the Fews with Bullocks, Rams, 
1 85 Wheat, ” Salt, and Ol, That they might offer 


_ Dacrifices 


| Decree, which is ay 
at 


( 13 ) 


| Garrifices of Sweet Savours unto the God , Heaven, and 


pray for the Life of the King and his S1s. Tis not 
faid that Sacritices were to be offer d for the King, or 
in his Name. That's indeed the Authors Inference, 
but no Inference from the Words of the 
that they may offer Sacrifices ; 
and then follows, and that they may pray for the Life of 
the King and of his Somt. But it our Author is not 
miſtaken in his Inference, Darius might eaſily miſ- 
take the Jewiſh Practice. The Caſe ſeems to be thus, 
The Jews were now a 'd People, and in that 
miſerable Condition , probably had not a ſufficient 
Stock of their own to ſupply their Sacrifices. Darius 
who had given them a Toleration for their Religion, 
orders his Officers to furniſh them with Materials for 
their Sacrificers. When the ſame Peopl 


e were Slaves 


in 125 Moſes deſired Pheraoh that they might go ci. 10. v. 24. 
and ferve 


the Lord, and tells him he muſt grve them 25. 
alſo Satrifices and Burnt-Offerings, that they might ſa- 
crifice unto the Lord their God. Cat this Author ima- 
gine that Moſes by deſiring Sacrifices of Pharaoh, re- 


| Quired him to be an Ocegonal Conformiſt to the 


o Worſhip, when he had told him but a little be- 


fore, that the Jewiſh Sacrifices were an Abomination cb. 8. 26. 


to the Ezyptians, becauſe they ſlew thoſe Beaſts for 


Sacrifice which were held facred, and worſhip'd in 


Egypt? Wherefore if the Words of the Decree im- 
ply no more than that the Jews pray'd for Darius, 
tis nothing to his purpoſe, tis what God command- 


ed that People by the Prophet Jeremiah, and no Jer. 25. 19, 
more than what the Primitive Chriſtians did for their 29. 7. 


Heathen Emperors. But if that Inſtance of Darius, 
or the reſt which he mentions from Joſephus, imply 
more, even as much as he would infer from them, 
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tis no Occaſional Conformity of Jews, but of Heathens 
to the Jewiſh Worſhip ; and ſo at laſt he has found 
Heatheniſh Precedents for Occaſional Conformity. Well, 
but he ſaith the Jewiſh Church encourag d it as long 
as ſhe underſtood her true Intereſt ; if it be true that 
ſhe did, I fear ſhe underſtood her ſecular Intereſt 
better than her Religion; for it was certainly incon- 
ſiſtent with that Conſtitution to admit a pure Heathen 
to its Communion ;. and therefore whatſoever her 
uſage was at that time, we think 1t too corrupt an 
Age of the Jewiſh Church to ſet Precedents for Chri- 
ſtian Practice, tho poſſibly this Author may think 
otherwiſe, who can produce Heatheniſh Examples of 
Occaſronal Conformity. He that boaſted of the moſt Sa- 
cred and Unconteſtable Precedents, is not able to find 
one Jewiſh Example of it, gven in the moſt degenerate 
Ages of that Church; He that laid the ſtreſs of his 


Cauſe on Precedents, has at laſt none but. Heatheniſb 


ones to ſupport it ; and therefore inſtead of the moſt 
Sacred and Uncopteſtable, he muſt give me leave to 
alter his Propoſetion, and let it ſtand thus for the 
future. | AND * 
Tha Occaſional Conformity is no nem thing, but 
warranted by ſeveral Pagan Precedents. + 
His ſecond Propoſition. * 
The Principles of the Conſcientious Occaſional Con for- 
miſt are a th and. Catholick,, and therefore are 
ſuch as will juſtify him before God and Man. 
Here firſt we — his Opinion of the Church of Eng- 
land, That he believes her to be à true Church, à great 
Bulwark againſt Popery, and he owns her Miniſters to be 
true Miniſters, &c. he acknowledges her Liturgy. to be 
ſound for the Subſtance, and that Salvation may be had 
in her Communion; and after you have ſuch an ample 
| Confeſſion 


0G 


at 


| (15) 
Confeſſion from a Man, and ſaw him preſent at the 
Service of the Church, at the higheſt and moſt folemn 
Act of her Communion, would you not take him for 
a real Member of it? But be not miſtaken, he was 
there only upon ſome good Occaſion, and ſtay but 
till the next Lord's-Day and you may find him in a 
Diflenting Congregation z and go but to the next Pa- 
ragraph and he'll give you many Reaſons why he 
thinks himſelf obliged to be a Stated Member there. 
This is a very ambiguous Life, and puts me in mind 
of the Story of the Bats or Reremice. When the 
Beaſts came to demand Tribute of them, they ſnewd 
them their Wings, and affirm'd they were Birds ; and 
when the Birds, whofe Regions they had upon ſome 
Occaſions viſited, came to them with the fame De- 
mands, they ſhew'd them their Breaſts, and aſſured 
them they were Beaſts. Our Author may think the 


Story too light, and ſo it were, if the Practice were 


not ſo too. | | | 

Under this Head he firſt gives us the Reaſons why 
he dares not wholly ſeparate from the Church, and in 
the next place the Reafons why he thinks himſelf ob- 
liged to hold lated Communion with ſome Dyſſent- 
ing Congregation," Whether he ſeparates wholly from the 
Church, or how he can ſeparate at all, (if that be his 
real Opinion of the Church) I ſhall enquire by and 
by, after I have. firſt examin'd the Reaſons he has gi- 
ven for his Separation, which we have p. rr, 12. and 
are in ſumm theſe four, A defective Diſcipline in the 


7 Church, An impoſed Liturgy in the Church, Purer Or- 


dinances, and Greater Edification in Diſſenting Congre- 
gations. This Author propoſes theſe Reaſons for Se- 
paration with great confidence, as if they had never 
been conſidered beforb, without taking any notice 
| | E 2 the 


(46) 
14 the Anſwers that have been made to them, tho they 
1: have been anſwered a 100 times z to which Anſwers 
I refer the Reader if he deſires farther ſatisſaction, par- 
$i ticularly to the Caſes written by the London Dives, 
= to Biſhop S#lling fleet's Unreaſonableneſs of Separation, 
and to Dr. Falkrer's Libertas Eccleſiaſtica; however, it 
2 be expected I ſhould ſay ſomething to each of 
em. | 
His firſt Reaſon for Separation is, becauſe he finds 
the Diſcipline of the Eſtabliſh d Church defeive, as ſe- 
veral of her Biſhops have complained, and her own Li- 
urgy confeſſes, for which he refers us to the Office of 
Commination for the beginning of Lent. Defe# of 
1, mas was the Objection the Novatians and Dona- 
t 


ig made againſt the Catholick Church, but this Plea | 
id not excuſe their Separation from the guilt of 
Schiſm. This was one of the Pleas which the Brown- | 
5 made for their Separation from the Church of 
gland, but was condemn'd by the * Old Nomcon- 
1 _ bineſrof ce formiſts. Who thoſe Biſhops are; and what their 
1. Ke. Words are, he doth not tell us, and therefore I can 
{LH ſay nothing to it. The Church indeed in the Office 
3 of Commination wiſhes the Reſtoration of that Godly 
te. Diſcipline of putting notorious Sinners to Pen- 
15 nance in the beginning of Lent. But what is this 
er Diſcipline the Church wiſhes to be reſtored ? It is on- 
bu ly the Diſcipline of that one day. And what is this 
65 to our Author and Diſſenters? Do they think our 


* Unreaſona- 


5 Diſcipline defective on this account? Or is this omiſjq- 
155 ſion any of their Reaſons for joyning with Diſſenting 


os Congregations, where they are ſo far from having 
Je any ſuch Diſcipline, that they take no notice at all of 
15 Lent? But tho notorious Sinners are nat put to open 
2 Pennance in the beginning of Lat, has not the 


Church 


Tn). 


Church Power at any time of the Tear to 
them, 10 ene them Fon ile Sacrament: of 
Lord's Supper, to.cxeemmwicate,/ to iufliſt Periyances 
on them, to receive them again into the Church by 
Abſalut ian? And are not all theſe parts of Diſcipliue 
often executed? If not ſo often as they ought, (and 
his manner gf Writing and Practice is an Inſtance 
they are not) «hey-who make the Complaint are in a 
great meaſure the Caafe, of it; by the ſad Breaches 
they have made in het Communion they have weak- 
en d her Hands; and by teaching Men the Communior: 
of the Church — indifferent, they have taught 
them to ſligbt the dreadfulleſt part of her Diſc 
berExotrmuticetion.; I do not kom what Bl. 
the Diſſenters exerciſe; but there is always one conſi- 
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po 3 derable Differerce betwixt their Deſcrplinre and that of 
as. 282 this is executed: with an undoubted 44 
of y, and Tut has none that I know of. 2 Diſci- 
520 * wit lant 4 Bibop,. and by 
cir Aas not. known: in the Church of God 


Sig hr far they that affirm Ly Elder: to 


2 kene Authoriy in'Spwitoat Cenfines, and make chem 
diy eſſential to the Churches Tribunal, do not only ac- 
en. che che Church of Eagle of defective Diſciphne, 
His but muſt fay the le Chimth of God had no Tre 


Difeipline for fo many 48 As to his | of 
mixt Commirtions, Which falls under this Head, there 
is a particular Tract ianiwer to ons the afore- 
laid Ce 

| His heont;Reaſonfor. Speration fromehe Church 
is, becauſe hen Miniſters are obliged tu pray by an in- 


—. * 


— 4 poſed Liturgy, pag. 1x. I need not treat this Subject at 
large, and ſuew that the Jewiſh Church had her ſet 

— . ben. FED 
F his 
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the Anſwers that have been made to them, tho they 
have been anſwered a 100 times; to which Anſwers 
I refer the Reader if he deſires farther ſatisfaction, par- 
ticularly to the Caſes written by the London Divines, | 
1 to Biſhop Sbilling fleet's Unreaſonableneſs of Separation, | 

1 and to Dr. Falkyer's Libertas Eccleſiaſtica; however, it 
| may be expected I ſhould ſay ſomething to each f 
them. 
lf His firſt Reaſon for Separation is, becauſe he finds 
116 the Diſcipline of the Eſtabliſh'd Church defective, as ſe- 
5 veral of her Biſhops have complained, and her own Li- 
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turgy confeſſes, for which he refers us to the Office f 
. for the beginning of Lent. es of 1 
Diſcipline was the Objection the Novatians and Dona- 

tiſts made againſt the Catholick Church, but this Plea 

did not excuſe their Separation from the guilt of 

Schiſm. This was one of the Pleas which the Brown- | 

we made for their Separation from the Church of 

* Unreaſona- England, but was condemn'd by the * Old Nomcon- | 
beneſr of SÞ4- formiſts. Who thoſe Biſhops are, and what their | 

Ke. Words are, he doth not tell us, and therefore I can 

ſay nothing to it. The Church indeed in the Office 

of Commination wiſhes the Reſtoration ot that Godly | 

Diſcipline of putting notorious Sinners to open Pen- 

nance in the beginning of Lent. But what is this 

1 Diſcipline the Church wiſhes to be reſtored? It is on- 
ly the Diſcipline of that one day. And what is this 
a to our Author and Diſſenters? Do they think our 
Diſcipline defective on this account? Or is this omiſjq- 

ſion any of their Reaſons for joyning with Diſſenting 

Congregations, where they are ſo far from having 

any ſuch Diſcipline, that they take no notice at all of 

Lent? But tho notorious Sinners are not put to open 

Pennance in the beginning of Lt, has not the 

Church 


( 17 ) 


Church Power at any time of the Year to adavoniſ 
them, to. ſuſpend them from the Sacrament of the 
Lord's-Supper, to exeommnitate, to iuflict Pernances 
on them, to receive them again into the Church by 
Abſolution> And are not all theſe parts of Diſcipline 
often executed? If not ſo often as they ought, (and 
his manner of Writing and Practice is an Inſtance 
they are not) they-who make the Complaint are in a 
great meaſure the Cmſe of it; by the ſad Breaches 
they have made in het Communion they have weak- 
en d her Hands; and by teaching Men the Communior: 
of the Church is a thing indifferent, they have taught 
them to ſlight the dreadfulleſt part of her Diſcipline, 
her Excummumicatiom. I do not know what Diſcipline 
the Diſſenters exerciſe, but there is always one confi- 
derable Difference betwixt their Diſcipline and that of 
the Church, this is executed with an undoubted A- 
thority, and Their has none that I know of. A Diſci- 
2 exerciſed by Presbyter r without à Biſdop, and by 
Lay Blders, was not known in the Church of God 
for 1500 Years, and they that affirm Ly Elder, to 


have Authority in Spiritual Cenſures, and make them 
* effential to the Churches Tribunal, do not only ac- 
cuſe the Church of England of a defective Diſcipline, 


but muſt fay the whole | Chimeh of God had no Trae 
Dijcipline tor fo many Ages. As to his Objection of 
mixt Communions, which falls under this Head, there 
is a particular Tract in anſwer to it among the afore- 


2 fad Cajer.” | | 


His ſecond; Reaſon for Separation from the Church 


1 is, becauſe her Miniſters are obl iged to pray by an im- 


poſed Liturgy, pag. 1 f. I need not treat this Subject at 
large, and ſhew that the Few; Church had her ſet 
Forms of Prayer and Tharksgriving, that our Lord taught 

| | | *F his 


(18) 


his Diſciples a Form of Prayer, and commanded them 


to uſe it, that the Ancient Church had her Liturgie, 


and the Reform d Churches abroad at this day, becauſe 


our Author ſays pag. 16. and 17. that the Diſſenters 


Vid. Ravilliac« 

Redivivus 

Caſaubon of 
Eathufiaſm, 


Gift of Prayer is a Holy Diſpoſition of the Soul, 
: whereby we offer up our Prayers to God in Faith of 


fully be done always. But an impoſed Liturg 


allows little room: for the Exerciſe of the Gift of Prayer : 
Tf by the Gift of Prayer he means 
fluency of Words, and readineſs and warmth of Ex- 


own the Lawfulneſs FE Forms of Prayer, but they like not 
the impoſing 7 them to be uſed conſtantly, without vari- 
ation, by ſuch Miniſters as can pray without them. What 


they wo or diſlike is not the Queſtion, but it is plain 
their Advocate owns Forms of Prayer lawful, pag. 16. 


and 17. and yet pag. 11. makes the impoſing of them 
one Reaſon of their Separation, which is as much as 
to ſay, that what is lawful in it ſelf becomes unlawful 


when it is enjoyn'd by a lawful Authority; which is 
fo humourſom and extravagant a Reaſon, that to re- 


peat is to confute it; tis Reaſoning fit only for an Ad- 


vocate of Occaſional Conformity, who believes what is 


lawful to be done thrice or ten times, may not law- 
y, he ſays, 


Praying with great 


preſſion, this is a Faculty that Monſters of Wicked- 


neſs, thro a natural fervency of Spirit and frequen! 


uſe, have been Maſters of to a great degree. But-the 


his Promiſes, with Reverence of his Majeſty, with 
Humility, ariſing from a ſenſe of our Unworthineſs, 
with Intention of Mind and Fervency of Spirit, from 


a ſenſe of our Wants, and with a great Love of God 


and our Neighbour; thefe are the Holy Diſpoſitions 


of Soul, which, thro' the Merits and Interceſſion of 
our Mediator, make our Prayers accepted at the Throne 
of Grace, which, as they are given us by God; may 


(19) 


be called the Gift of Prayer, but then it is ſuch a Gift 
as may be as well, and I think far better, exerciſed 
with than without a Form, EEE 
But a Form, he ſays, can never reach all the particu- 
lar Caſes that occur, the variety being ſo great, that no 
Form can poſſibly comprehend them. All the ordinary 
Wants of Chriſtians are comprehended in the Liturgy, 
in which there are alſo Prayers and Thankſgivings on 
Extraordinary Occaſions; and if ſome rarely occur, 
which are not there provided for, the Church com- 
poſes proper Offices, as for publick Faſts and Thankſ- 
givings; but for all the particular Caſes of private Per- 
ſons, I never underſtood they were to be the Subject 
of publick Communion, otherwiſe than in a general 
way; and ſo indeed they are in the Prayer for all Jorts 
and Conditions of Men, in which we Pray for all that 
are afflicked in Mind, Body, or Eflate; which is a Form 
of Words that comprehends all the particular Caſes 
that can happen; and upon the deſire of any Perſon 


he and his particular Caſe, whatever 1t is, 1s here 
ticularly recommended to God by the whole Congre- 


gation: and to imagine it 1s not ſucceſsfully recom- 
| mended to God in thoſe few words, is to think we 
ſhall be heard for our much ſpeaking ; not but that they, 
and their Friends for them, may and ought to be 


more particular in private, where they are left to their 


own Methods and Forms of Devotion. 


But pag. 17. he ſays, If they are admitted to Preach 
without a Book of Hemilies, or a ſet Form of Sermons, 
why not to Pray without a Book of Devotions, or a ſet 
Form of Prayer? There is the ſame Reaſon for both. 
That I deny, for Praying by a Form, and Preaching 
without a Form, are founded upon different Reaſons 


_ peculiar to each; for a Minifter in his Sermon ſpeaks 
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to the People, and tis not neceſſary they ſhould know 
tefofefiand what he is to ſay to them; but in publick 
Prayer both he and they to God, and tis neceſ- 
 fary they ſhould know beforehand what they are ob- 
liged to joynand conſent to, if ** Pray with Un- 
derſtanding and Faith. Beſides, Extemporary Effuſi- 
ons ſeem too bold and familiar at beſt, and as they are 
vid chef lend. commonly accompanied with Incohærence and Tauto- 
ly Debate, part logies, and too often with indecerit and irreverent 
„ P69, dc. goecoches, if not worſe, are no ways ſuitable to Divine 
Worſhip, one great End of which 1s to impreſs on 
our Minds the infinite diſtance that is betwixt God 
Henry IV. of and his Creatures. [Tt 1955 a | is 01 
France, in his the greateſt Princes of theſe Talt Ages, tremble, aid 
b tne Biſhop he, and as it were feel Jeſs than an Atom, when I conſe- 
of Rhodes, p. der my ſelf in the Preſence 7 that Majeſt, who created 
* all things out of nothing, and can reduce them to nothing 
again, 55 only withdrawing the Concourſe of his 07 5 

t 


ty Hand, &c.] It is therefore excellent Advice of 
. Divine Preacher, Be not raſh with thy Mouth, and let 
God 1s in Heaven, and thou upon Eur, , therefore let 
thy Words be few. Ke: r 
His third Reaſon for Separation is, for, Purity of Di- 
vine Ordinances. He find, the RF nk of Diſſent- 
ing Miniſters more pure without thoſe Human Mixtures 
of the Croſs, Surplice, &c. pag. 12. And when he rec- 
kons up the Ceremonies again, he names the Croſs in 
Baptiſis, the uſe of the Surplice, with an CG Who 
would not imagine by this Oc there, Was a whole 
Bead-Roll of Ceremonies behind? And yet I know 
but of one more that is ſcrupled now adays, which 
is, kneeling at the Communion. When he named two, 
what need an [G.] when there was but one more? 


Figs Saying of one af 


not thy Heart be haſty to utter any thing before God; for 


It 
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| it might have as eaſily been expreſs d by the Pen and 

| Prcls as bis [ Gr.] And why doth he conſtantly . 

name thoſe two Ceremonies which only concern the 

* Miniſter's Conſcience, and as conſtantly omit that *TistheMini- 

in which alone the People are concern d, and againſt Supi, aud 

which the Charge has run higheſt, even to that of dische Mini- 

Idolatry? It is not hard to gueſs the Reaſon, but Genes the 

ſuch a Reaſon as is no great Argument of our Au- of the Croſs in 

thor's Sincerity. He may ſafely mention the Croſs HA an. 

and the Surplice among his Reaſons for Separation; That if it hs 

but if he had; given Kmnecling at the Sacrament, as a Sin, it is e 

Reaſon, what had become of Occaſional Conformity, 1 

and the Legal Qualifications ? There is no being wh» offers the 

Lord Mayors, Sheriffs, &c. without it. 3 

hut is it a reaſon to ſeparate from a Church, becauſe an vited.Ecet. 

ſuhe has what he calls Hamam Mixtures, i. e. becauſe Cites, . 45. 
ſne has made Conſtitutions about things indifferent, | 

for Decency and Order in the Worſhip of God? An 

Authority which the Church has by Apoſtolical Ca- 

non, Let all things be done decently and in order, 

1 Cor. 14. 40. Even by Mr. Calviz's Interpretation of vide Calvin in 

it; and an Authority which the Church of God has 9m & in 

always exerciſed. Was not the Feaſt of the Dedica- TORE 

lion inſtituted by this Authority in the Jewiſh Church? 

And did not our Saviour warrant their Exerciic of this 

Authority by his Preſence at it? Has not the Chri- Joh. ic. 

{tian Church, in every Age, exerciſed the ſame? And 

do not the Foreign reform'd Churches exerciſe it at 

this Day? So that he who ſeparates from the Church 

of England for this reaſon, may, for the ſame Rea- 

3 ſon, ſeparate from the whole Chriſtian World. 

Well but they, ſaith our Author, adhere to Diſ- 
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„ Kſcnting Congregations, becauſe the Ordinances of the 
£ RCGoſpel are more purely adminiſtred there. The En- 
lt G joyment 


(32) 


joyment of purer Ordinances, and greater Edification, 
were the Pleas which the Independents made to the 
Aſſembly of Divines in 1645, for their Separation, 
which they call'd Gathering of Churches. But even 
See the Papers that Schiſmatical Aſſembly rejected it, becauſe it 
fir Acne opened a Gap for all Ses to challenge ſuch a Liberty | 
tion, or an Ac 7 P | 8 | J | 
count of themin as this. It would give countenance to a perpetual Schiſm | 
Biſhop — and Diviſion in the Church, &c. with many more 
ſonableneſs of Teaſons againſt it. However, as the Independents | 
Separation, P- knew that the Presbyterians had upon thefe Reaſons 
64,55, feparated from the Epiſcopal Church, ſo they doubt- 
ed not but the ſame Reafons would juftiſie a Sepa- 
ration from them; and therefore as their Power in- 
creaſed in the Army, (with which the Saints of thoſe 
Days reform'd the Church) they took the Liberty | 
to refine upon the Presbyterian Platform, as the Preſ- | 
byterians had done before on the Church. And yet | 
the Anabaptiſt is not ſatisfied, but declares the Or- 
dinances are not purely adminiſtred in either of | 
their Hands, and therefore they'll hold Commu- 
nion with neither : and that the Ordinances may 
be purely adminiſtred, rebaptize thoſe who have been | 
already baptized by them. After they had been thus 
refining and ſeparating from one another upon this 
pretence of purer Ordinances, up ſtart the Qualerc, 
and other Exthuſraſts,and refine and ſeparate from them 
all, and from Ordinances: too. The very State of 
Ordinances was not pure enough for them, but affect. 
ing a more tranſcendent Purity, inſtead of purer Or- 
dinances, which had been the common Pretence of 
Separation in all the reſt, they would be above all 
Ordinances, and ſeparate from all' that had them. 
This has been the dreadful Progreſs of Separation 
on this Principle, in our own Country, and the! 


ſame 


( 23 ) 
ſame<Canſes will have the ſame Effects every where. 
Thus when'the old Separatiſts in Queen Elizabeth's 


1, Reign remov'd into Holland, they ſoon divided from 

n one another, and form d new Schiſms among them- 

it ſelves. Their two Leaders Ainſworth and Johnſon trendy De- 
„ © quarrelld at Aſterdam, form d ſeparate Churches, bc, Pa: 2. 
- and excommunicated one another; and Robinſon,” *7* ©7* 
re ſome ſay; proteſted againſt both. However, tis 

„ certain Sith condemn'd them all, parciculatly for 

1s the Human Mixtures of Doctors and Elders, and for 

t⸗ a leſs pure way of Worſhip. As they had before con- 

„ demned praying by Forms in the Church, or by Book, 

in our Author's Phraſe; ſo he condemn d them for 


ſe looking on their Bibles when they preach'd, and 
y their Plalter when they ſung Pſalms. And therefore 


ſe | knowing no true Ordinances among the other Separa- 

et tiſts, he form'd a new Church, and rebaptiz'd him- 

r- # elf. With equal Extra vagancy, and upon the ſame 

F Principle, Williams, one of the Collony of thoſe Sc- 

U paratiſts that had tranſplanted themſelves from Hol- 

y land into New-Ergland, proceeded there in his Courſe 

n of Separation from the Church of Salem, to enjoy a 

us purer and leſs defeFive way of Worſhip; erected a new 

is Church, and went on ſtill purifying; till a Church- The Unreaſo- 
„ fſtate was not pure enough for him, and therefore diſ- —— 
4 ſolved his new Church again; and declared, Every one 113. 


of ſhould have liberty to worſhip God according to the 
T. Light of bis omn Conſcience. This is the natural Ten- 
* dency of this Principle, after a wild Courſe of Sepa- 


of ration, to end in Anarchy and Enthuſiaſm. Of near 
* a kin to this is the Occaſional Conformiſts 

N. 4th Reaſon ſor ſeparating from the Church, be: 
In cauſe he finds the Preaching of Diſſenting Miniſters . 
16 more cloſe, methodical and lively, p. 1 2. and a little 


lower, 


De ® 


4 


. 
lower, he holds ſlated Conmnnion'\with qome Diſſur 


fed than in the Parothial Aﬀſemblies. If this Author is 


Opinion of 41s 


a Preacher, he ſeems to have a good 


on Performances; and when he preaches next, 1 


Ses the Author 
of the Friendly 
Debates, CH- 
rater of the 
Preaching of 
the Non-Con- 
ſrmiſlts,Part 1. 
P- 31, &c. 


Anſwer to Let- 
ter, p. 18. 


Sacrileg. De- 
ſert. p. 88. 


recommend to him Rom. 1 2. 3. for his Text, Not ts 
think of himſelf above what- he ought to think, but 20 
think ſoberly. However it had been more wiſely and 
modeſtly done not to have made the Compariſon; 
I ſhall not vindicate the Preaching of our Divines 
from the Diſadvantage of his Compariſon. Their 
Sermons ſpeak for themſelves; and L had rather it 
was done by Mr. Baxter, who, as he was well ac+ 
quainted with their Preaching, ſo he was no Stranger 
to ours; and he ſays, That for his part he bath. ſel» 
dom heard any, but very good well-ſtudied Sermons in 
the Pariſh Churches of London, where be hath. been; 
but moſt of them are more fitted to well-bred Scholars, 
or judicious Hearers, than to ſuch. as need more pratti- 
cal SubjeFs, and a more plain, familiar, eaſe Method, - 
This was a fair Teſtimony from an Adverſary, and 
we could not expect it without ſome Abatements. 
But certainly well-ſtadied Sermons, if notalways more 
lively, i. e. more loud, will be more cloſe and metho- 
dical than thoſe that are not. On the other fide, he 
really fears leſt meer Non-Conformiſts have brought ſome 
into Reputation as conſcientions, who hy weak Vreac hing 
will loſe the Reputation of being juclicious. — But ve- 
rily the Injudicionſneſs of too many is for a Lamenta- 
tation. — But the grand Calamity is, the moſt injudicions 
are uſually the moſt confident and ſelf-conceited ; and 
none ſo commonly give way to their ignorant Zeal. to 
cenſure, backbite and reproach others, as thoſe that 
know not what they talk of. And now when the 

— Weakneſs 
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3 Heakreſe and Injudicienſneſs, the Self-conceit and ig- 
woran aal were to remarkable among the Diſſenting 


Preachers, that a Friend could not but publickly 
complain of it to the World. Was it wiſcly done 


of our Author to make this Compariſon? Or will 
he ſay ſtill, tis a means of better Edification, and a 
reaſon to ſeparate from the Church, to hear ſuch 
2 Preaching 
bo proper Judges the generality of the common 


But now let us hear from Mr. Baxter, 


People are, of what Preachers and Preaching tends 


2 molt to their Edification, and how fit they are to 
2 chuſe their Miniſters; which our Author thinks is as 
much their Right as to chuſe their Lawyer or Phyſi- 
r Soul, {aith he, to think what piti- Cure of Church 
kind of Preaching is crowded moſs P'fions, 215. 


after in many places; for the meer affectionate manner of 
xpreſſzon, and Loudneſs of the Preacher's Voice. How 


| oft have I known the ableſt Preachers undervalued, and 


an ignorant Man by Crowds applauded 2 when I that have 
been acquainted with the Preacher, ab incunabulis, have 


* known him to be unable well to anſwer moſt Queſtions 
in the common Catechiſm, And again, The World's Defence of 
Experience is paſt doubt, that the generality of the wnl- 9 


gar, unlearned and injudicions fort of Men do value 
a Man by his Tone and Voice, more than for the Judg- 
ment and Excellency of his Matter, if not put off by 
ſuch Advantage. And are not the generality of the 
People excellent Judges (and upon our Author's 


Principle every one of them has as good a Right 


to judge as himſelf) of what Preaching tends moſt 
to their Edification ? Tis without doubt worth ren- 
ding a Church to pieces, and ſetting up oppolite 
Communions, that the People may go and hear a 


: Preacher with a loud Voice, and an affected Tone. 


H But 


ud | on 20. 


Chryſoſt. in 
1 Cor. 14. 40. 
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But what doth our Author mean by Edifyirg ? In | 
plain Engliſh it is no more than Building; and as 
there is no Building without Union of Parts, and 
Order; ſo the Edification of the Church conſiſts in 
its Unity, Order and Peace, which are all broken 
by Separation from it. Therefore St. Jude, after he 
had given a black Character of ſome in thoſe Days, 


he adds, Theſe be they who ſeparate themſelves. But 


to thoſe Chriſtians who adher'd to the Communion * 
of the Church, he addreſſes himſelf in theſe words, 
But ye building up your ſelves on your moſt holy Faith : 
Where you ſee he oppoſes Edification and Separation 
as things inconſiſtent. Agreably to this — 
ſaith, That nothing ſo much edifies as Order, Peace 
and Love. So that to think to ediſie the Church 
by Separation, is to build by razing Foundations. 
As Edification is applied to particular Perſons, it : 
ſignifies their Improvement in Chriſtian. Knowledge 
and Virtue. And as particular Perſons come under a 
two-fold Confideration, as Members of a Church, 
and as private Perſons; fo there are Duties peculiar ' 
to each Capacity. Obedience and Reſpect to the G- 
vernours of the Church, Submiſſion to its Authority 
in all doubtful Caſes, Humility, Modeſty, and a pe- 
culiar Charity to Chriſtians, as Members of the ſame 
Body, are the Virtues of a Chriſtian, as he is a Mem- 
ber of the Church; and therefore, as they can be 
practiſed only in its Communion, ſo they are all de- 
{troy'd at one Blow the Moment he ſeparates from it. 
— for the other Virtues of his private Life, if they 
are not entirely loſt too, they loſe much of their Vi- 
gour and Beauty when they are tranſplanted out of 
their native Soil. I have been ſomewhat longer than 
intended on theſe two laſt Pretences for Separation, 
becauſe 


believes her a great 


(27) 

becauſe! they are ſome of the ſuhtilaſt Arts of $4- 
tan to diſturb the Unity of Chriſt's Church, and the 
moſt ſpecious Baits by which he enſnares and ſedu- 
ces ſome well-meaning People from its Communion ; 
who having had the Misfortune of being educated 
without Principles, have been led on by theſe delu- 
ding Hopes of purer Ordinances, and greater Edifica- 


tion, (as by an ignis fatuus) thro' the By-paths of 


Error and Schiſm, till they have been at laſt ſwal- 
low d up in the common Gulph of Enthuſiaſm. And 
as they are the moſt plauſible Pretences of Schiſma- 
ticks, 1o they are Sources of eternal Schiſms. Law- 
ful and unlawful are fix d things, have Rules by which 
they may be diſtinguiſh'd, and Bounds by which they 
may be determin d: But the Pretences to purer Or- 
dinances and greater Edification, are as uncertain and 
boundleſs as the wild Fancies and Imaginations of 


Men. | NUI $1449 © n | 
. | Having thus .examin'd the Weakneſs and Inſuffi- 


ciency of our Occaſional Conformiſt's Reaſons for 
ſeparating: from the Church, let us now conſider 


the Reaſons he gives why he dares not wholly ſe- 
parate from it. He believes the Church of England 


to be a true Church, and yet declares that he is not a 
Member of it; for he thinks himſelf oblig'd to hold ſta- 
ted Communion with 0 ome Diſſenting Congregation. He 

ulwark againſt Popery, and one of 
the moſt conſiderable Parts of the Reformation; and 
yet weakens her Force by dividing from her, and ob- 


ſcures her Glory by oppoſite Communions. . He owns 


her Miniſters to be true Miniſters, and diſowns them 
again by putting himſelf under the Conduct of thoſe 


that ſet up Altars againſt them. He acknowledges her 
Liturgy to be ſound for the Subſtance, but diſlikes it 


becauſe 


51. 
dx: 
"2 
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becauſe it is #*»oſed; that is, becauſe 'tis's Litargys 
for it would not be the Church's Liturgy, if it were 
not impos'd, i. e. enjoin'd by her Authority, 

However we have, in the mean time, this folemn 
Declaration of our Occaſional Conformiſt, That he 
believes our Church is a true Church, her Miniſters true 


Miniſters,” and her Liturgy ſound for the Subſtance of | 


it ; and for theſe Reaſons he dares not wholly ſeparate 
from her. Whether he doth not wholly ſeparate ] ſhall 
enquire by and by. But how can he ſeparate at all 
wich theſe Principles? Theſe are the very Principles 
npon which the old Non-Conformiſts condemn'd the 


Separation which the Browniſts made from the Church 
of England. The Non-Conformiſts in Q. Elizabeth's, 


K. James's, and the beginning of K. Charles the Firſt's 
Reign, by reaſon of ſome Scruples could not officiate 
as Miniſters in the Church; but becaufe they held 
the Church of England a true Church, her Miniſters 


true Miniſters, and her Liturgy ſound for the' Sub- 


ſtance, they conſtantly held Lay-Communion with 


it; and their Conſciences being not only tender of 


a Ceremony, but of Schiſm too, wrote vigorouſly 
againſt Separation. The Browniſts about the ſame 
time held our Church no true Church, our Miniſters 
not true Miniſters, nor our Liturgy lawful, and there- 
fore ſeparated from it, and ſet up an oppoſite Com- 
munion to it. Both theſe ated agreably to their 
Þrinciples : The Non-Conformiſts in not ſeparating, 


becauſe they believ d our Church a true Church, &c. | 


The Bromniſts in ſeparating, becauſe they believ'd 
the contrary, But what inconſiſtent Men have ' we 


to do with, that have the Principles of the old Non- | 
Contormiſts, and the Practice of the Brownifts2 If | 
their Principles are more moderate, as they ſay, ! 

than I 
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than thoſe of the latter, - their Practice is more 
Junaccountable, their Separation more inexcuſable. 

And here I muſt do right to the old Non-Confor- 
miſts, which our Author has not done, p. 14. where 
he only ſays, The old Non-Conformiſts were againſt 
¶ total Separation, and wrote againſt the Browniſts; where- 
gas they were againſt all Separation, as appears by the 
2 Writings of thoſe very Men he names. But he could. 
not do them this right without letting the World ſec 
that the Separation he defends, doth ſtand con- 
demned by the Principles and Practice of the old Non- 
Conformiſts. Well, but the moderate Presbyterian 
doth not wholly ſeparate from the Church, and for 
the aforelaid Reaſons he dares not. Why! would it 
be a Schiſm if he did? So one would think if the 
# communicating. with the Church upon ſome Occa- 
ſions it the effect of Catholick Principles, and is true 
Catholic Communion. But then what becomes of all 
2 thoſe. Diſlenters who never practiſe this Catholick 
*Z Communion, nor think it lawful to do ſo? I muſt 
leave our Author to excuſe them from Schiſm upon 
his Principles, if he can. In the mean time, let us 
2 ſee whether the Occaſional Conformiſt is not guilty 
of a total Separation himſelf; from which our Au- 
2 thor ſeems fo much concern d in ſeveral places to ex- 
cuſe him. When diſtinct Societies are erected for 
religious Worſhip within the Juriſdiction of a Church, 
and in oppoſition to it are govern'd by diſtinct Offi- 
cers, and by different Rules of Diſcipline and Wor- 
+ ſhip, theſe are entire Societics of themſelves: And 
as they have ineither Dependence on the Church, 
nor Subordination to it, they are entirely or totally - 
© /eparated from it, and oppoſite to/it, This is what 
the Ancients ever called ſetting Altar againſt Altar ʒ 

[ | 
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and as this is the caſe of all the Diſſenting Congrega- 
tions in England; ſo is it (which I am ſorry to ſay) 
of all the Diſſenters too; for they cannot be Mem- 
bers of a Body that is totally ſeparated, and not be 
totally ſeparated themſelves. This is what the Preſ- 
byterians call'd gathering of Churches out of Churches 
in the Independents, and holding out a total Sepa- | 
ration from the Rule, in the Controverſie between 
them 1645. And when the latter would have vindi- 
cated themſelves from this Charge of a total Sepa- 
ration from the former, by alledging, That they would | 
ſtill maintain Communion with them as Churches, &c. 
3 4% That it is not a plain and total Separation from the Rule, 
tim aforemen- unleſs they wholly in all things differ, by ſetting up al- 
tian al together different Rules of Conſtitution, Worſhip and 
Government (a Plea which our Diſſenters cannot make 
to the Church) but that they practiſe moſt of the ſame | 
things, and thoſe the mo ſebſtantial. And that they 
would maintain Occaſional Communion with their Churches 
not only in Hearing and Preaching, but occaſionally in | 
Baptizing their Children in their Churches, and recei- | 
ving the Lord's Supper there, &c. The Presbyterian | 
Aſſembly rejected theſe Pleas, and return'd in anſwer, | 
That to leave all ordinary Communion in any Church: | 
when Oppoſition or Offence offers it jo is to ſeparate 
from ſuch a Church in a Scripture Senſe. That a total: | 
Difference from Churches is not neceſſary to make a 
total Separation. That if they may occaſionally exerciſe 
theſe Ads of Communion with them once, a ſecond or 
third time without Sin, they know no reaſon why it 
might not be ordinary without Sin; and then Separation | 
aud Church Gathering would have been needleſs. To 
feparate from thoſe Churches ordinarily and viſibiy, with ® 
whom occaſionally they may join without Sin, ſeemeth te 

| be ix 


= — — — — — 
— TO OG GOOG m OO 


( 31) 


be 4 moſt unjuſt Separation. Thus we ſee in the Judg- 
ment of that Aſſembly (which I may call the Preſ- 
byterian Repreſentative Church) our Author's Pleas 
of holding a Church, to be true, of agreeing with it in 
moſt, and thoſe the moſt ſubſtantial things, of maintaining 
Occaſional Communion with it, will not excuſe from 
the guilt of a total Separation and Schiſza ; and they 
employ both theſe Terms in their Cenſure of this 
Practice. And here, by the way, I-deſire the Preſ- 
byterians to obſerve their main Pleas for Separation, . 
and their Counter- practice of Occaſional Commu- 
nion, both expreſly condemn'd by their own Aſſem- 
, ® bly in the Independents Caſe ; and if they will not 
be concluded by the Principles of the Catholick- 
Church, I deſire they would only be. concluded 
by thoſe very Principles of Unity, and againſt Se- 
paration which they mention d not only in that Tran- 
ſaction of the Aſſembly, but in all their Writings 
againſt Independency, which they call'd the Great 
S:hiſm. Would they, I ſay, be but fo ſincere and im- 
partial to be concluded by their own Principles, 
there would be an end of their Diſputes with the 
Church, and of their Separation too; but if they 
will not, I muſt leave em to anſwer it to God and 
their own Conſciences. 
But now let us hear our Author's Account of this Pra- 
tice, and his Character of an Occaſional Conformiſt. 
He as from a religious Regard towards God, p. 11. He 
ic one of a Catholick Spirit, and confines not his Communion 
to any one Sed or Party of Chriſtians, but has a univer- 
8 /al and comprehenſive Charity towards. all that belong 
to the Myſtical Body; as he believes a Catholick Church, 
he prattiſes a Catholick Communion of Saints, p. 12. 
That Occaſional Conformity is not a late Invention of, 
| crafty 
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crafty Men to get into Places, but the eff of Cbri- | 
ſtian and Catholick Principles, which the moderate | 


Diſſenters profeſs'd long before the Corporation am I 


AFs were made. This Practice was antecedent to t 


Laws, and therefore could mot be an Artifice which the | 


Tniquity of Men had found out to elude them. 


Our Author here endeavours to ſhew three things, 


iſt, That Oecaſtonal Conformity is not à late Invention | 
to get into Places. 2dly, That it is not an Artiſee 


to elude the Laws. Zdly, That it is ſo far from be- | 
ing blameable, that it is Catholick Communion upon Ca- 


tholick Principles. 


As to the firſt; That ſome out of Wantonneſs, 
and to gratifie itching Ears, may go ſometimes | 


to Church, and ſometimes to a Diſſenting Con- 


gregation ; that others, for want of underſtanding. ! 
their Obligations to be ſteady in the Communion | 
of the Church, and the Danger of Schiſm, may do | 
the ſame, is what I do not at all doubt. But that 
Occaſional Conformity of many Diſſenters for Pla- 
ces, is a Practice too notorious and ſcandalous to be 
abſolutely deny'd : However our Author endeavours # 
to repreſent it as the effect of Catholick Principles. 
Should I here give a Hiſtory of the Principles and 
Behaviour of Diſlenters towards the Church, from 


the time they aboliſh'd Epiſcopacy , and forbad 
$ee the Ori- the uſe of the Liturgy, even in a private Family, un- 
nance of Parlia- der a pecuniary Mulct for the firſt and ſecond; and 


ment that im- 


med the Dire. à Whole Year's Impriſonment, without Bail or Main- 
%ory in 1645. Prize for the third Offence. If I ſhould, I ſay, give 
an Hiſtorical Account of their Principles, as well as | 


their Practice, with reſpect to the Church, from 
that Year to this, it would, Idoubt, appear that their 


Opinions of it ever varied with their Circumſtances; 
and 
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But to Wave this. If Oopaſional Conformity bas of 
been 4 Pyuctice to get into Places, as he ſaith, but the. 
effe of Catholic Principles, why have the Diſſen- 


ters been ſo uneaſie under theſe Laws, if they re- 


quire nothing but Wat, without the Laws, their 
Catholick Principles oblige them to? Why did they 


labour ſo much, fourteen Vears ago, to get their 
Laws repcald; If after their Repeal they would do 


the ſamie in a private Capacity, as they do for Pla- 
ces, h the Laws are in force? Has he never heard 
of the Sheriff s Paper publiſh'd in the Shrievalty, of 
Mr. Corniſh und Mr! Bethel, wherein they declare they'll 
not be debarid from Offices by the Sacramental Teſt, 


but takelit to preſerve themſelves, as Judas Mac ha- 


bans” and the Jews fought-on the Sabbath, for their 
Preſervation? H the Occaſional Conformiſts at that 


time eſteem d it a Practice founded on Catholick 


Prineiples they would not have believ d ic wanted 
either that Realon, or tliat Precedent to ſupport it. 
Dos our Author know no Diſſenters who never, or 


not for many Years, entered a Church till the good 


Occaſion of a Place brought them thither, for a le- 
gal Qualification? And tho, poſſibly, ſome of theſe 
now and then come afterwards, that their Occaſfonal 
Conformity for their Office may appear with the bet- 
ter Grace; has he not known others that never 
went again to Church unleſs the like good Occaſion 
invited them? But to come to our Author himſelf, 
What mean theſe remarkable words? p. 29, 30. If 
the Occaſtonul Conformiſt's Moderation towards the 

Church ſhould be interpreted a Crime in em, and prove 
the occaſion of new Hardſhips, it may tempt em to cſponſe 

| K 
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J andithat ehophave had Occaſional Principles, as wel. 
| 29 Qcchſional Rrattices;* Fdchire this Author to tell us. 
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ſeverer Principles of Non Conformity, than yet \they: | 
have done, and ſtrengthen themſelves by a total Sepa- 
ration from the Church. Again, | That | bad - the: Br 
paſt into a Law, it would. have erected a Partition-Wall, | 
between the Church and Diſſenters ; and it would, | 
probably have driven the moderate Diſſenters to à total 
Separation. What! Occaſional Conformity, a Duty that 

is practisd out of a religious Regard; to God, be de- 
ſerted for the Miſinter pretation of Men CA Practice 
which is the effect of Chriſtian and Catholic Principles, 
from mhich they dare not depart, renounced all on a ſud- 
den, becauſe tis diſcountenancd by. Human Laws J. 
Certainly Chriſtian Catholick Principles, which oblige, | 
out of Conſcience towards God, mult glways oblige 
with honeſt Men. No Change of Circumſtances can 
alter them, nor Laws affect them. And yet be hold the. | 
Advocate for this Catholick Principle and Practice de- 
claring to the World, if the Bill had paſs d, 1: e. it 
they could no longer have gotten into Places by this, | 
Practice (for the Bill meddles not with Occaſional. | 
Conformity in a private Capacity) his conſcientious, : 
Occaſional Conformiſts, in all probability, would have 
deſerted their Catholick and eſpouſed. ſeverer Principles. | 
of Non. Conformity, and their Chriſtian Occaſgonal Con- 
formity would have been turned into a total Separa- 
Seceral Ennfe- tion. Is not this to have Occaſional. Principles as well 
« RomiſbPrieft, as an Occaſional. Practice. The Fanatick Chaplain in 
a Fanatich the Conference faith, Alas ! what Comfort is there in 
Chaplain, and hare Non-Conformity , i. e. without ſeparate Congrega- 


Divine of the . ; . k : 
Church of Eag- tions? And there is as little Conſolation, it ſeems, in 


land, by Biſhop | 3 * r . 
Scillins flees, bare Occaſional Conformity without Places, This in 


2.171, deed is what I doubted, but did not expect our Au- 
thor would come ſo near a Confeſſion of it; but Men 


fometimes forget themſelves into the Truth. 


© 


As. | 


- 
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As to the cond, That Occaſional Con ormity 3s not 
an Artifice which the Iniquity of Men hath found out to 
elude the Laws. The Queſtion is not, Whether this 
Artifice was found out to elude the Laws 2 But, Whe- 
ther the Laws are eluded by it? If they are, for 
whatever purpoſe it was firſt ſet on foot, if it be now 
made uſe of for this purpoſe, tlie effect is the ſame, 
and there is the ſame reaſon to obviate it. The In- 
tention of the Laws is to ſecure the Conſtitution 
both in Church and State, by placing all the Offices 
and Employments of the Government in the Hands 
of the Members of that Communion. And as a diſ- 
criminating Teſt, to. diſtinguiſh and exclude all that. 
are not ſo, it requires thoſe that are admitted into 
any Office or Employment, to make a certain De- 
claration, and to receive the Sacrament, according to 
the Rites and Uſage of the Church of Exgland. Theſe. 
Laws, I conceive, ne er intended the receiving. of 
the Sacrament according to the Uſage of the Church 
of England to be any Qualification for Offices, far- 
ther than it was a ſolemn Profeſſion, that he who. 
did ſo was a Member of the Church, and in conſtant 
Communion with it. And therefore Occaſwnal Con- 


formity, which is a Loop- hole to let into Offices thoſe: 


which are no Members of it, evades the Intention. 
of the Laws, and deſtroys all the Security they de- 
ſign'd to the Church. Well but the Letter of the Law. 
doth not ſay that all who are admitted to Offices ſhall 
continue in conſtant Communion with the Church, 
or ſhall not be Members of Diflenting Congregations... 

But the Intention of the Law, which is to exclude 
all from Offices who are not Members of the Church, 
plainly ſpeaks it. Some things are not particularly 


forbidden by the Letter of the Law, only * | 
they 


* 
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they are ſo abſurd in themſelves, and oppoſito to 
the whole Deſign of it, "tha; iwas hover ra gier d 
they would daf practis d. Dire out Occaffowal Confor- 
miſt ſay, that hen he receives the Holy Sacrament 
as a legal Qualification, he receives it as a Member 
of the Church ?. No; for He tells us, p. 2. That be 
thinks hiunſelf᷑ oblig d to Boll C benen with D ien 
ting Congregations and Miniſters, and this he calls his- 
Stated Communion, p. 12. If ſo, his coimunieat ing 
with the Church upon ſome Occaſion, no mote makes 
him a Member of our Chureh, than a Viſit at my. 
Neighbour's Houle, makes me an Irrhabitant or my 
Lodging once or twice at an Inn makes ite y Homeèe | 
A Church, according to St. Cyprian, is Plebs Saverdo= | 
ti adunata, a People united to their Paſtor, in which | 
Society they communicate as Members in all the Offi- 
ces of Religion, and are obliged to fixed and con 
ſtant Communion. Union is the Foundation ef Co.. 
195 mumion, and therefore Ide not ſee ho- there can 
bo be Communion, where there is no Union: '"Oeca- 
ſonal Preſence, you may call it, if you pleaſe, but O- 
caſronal Commmunion, properly ſpeaking, is a Contradi- 
ction in Terms; nd that the Reader may not think | 
1 am fingular or ſevere in this Opinion, I ſhall | 
2 Unreaſonable- give you that of the Learned Biſho p Stelling fleet. Con 
5 neſs of Separa- union with a Church, ſaith he: i joining with 4 
3; _ b. 111. Church as a Member of that Church. Again, We hath 
. them that they are pleas d to account our | Churches fole- 
4 rable, but we cannot ſee how in any tolerable Senſe they 
| can be accounted Members of onr Church ſo that this 
great Favour of Occaſional Communion, which they do 
not chuſe, but ſubmit to for ſome accidental Rea- 
ſons, aud ſome very good Occafions, is not worth the 
ſpeaking of among Friends ; and fo far from Iooking 


like 
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like Communion, that it hath hardly the Face of a Ci- 
vility. To conclude, it the recerving of the Holy 
Sacrament, in the Church of England, is a Profeſ- 


2 ſion (in all who live within its Juriſdiction ) that 


they are Members of it; if it be, I ſay, ſuch a Pro- 
feſlion in the nature of the Action, in the ſenſe of 
the Church, (a) and the Deſign of the Law, which (a) See Cano 
makes it a Teſt, this ſhews the Inſincerity of Occafio- 22. the Rv 


« brick at the end 


nal Conformity, whereby a Man acts as a Member of e , 


the Church, and yet is none; ſubmits to that Teit Conirmation. 
or Profeſſion which the Law requires, to ſhew that 
he is in Communion with it, when he is all the while 


a Member of an oppoſite Communion ; which is to 
Z clude the Law, and counterfeit Communion with 


the Church: There is ſomething in this Practice 


which an honeſt Heathen would avoid. (b) And (b) cui pu- 


ſhall Chriſtians do it in the higheſt and moſt ſolemn dir & juſt 


part of their Worſhip, which they ought to approach corrupta 6- 


with the cleareſt Satisfaction, the moſt upright Inten- des, nudaque 


veritas, Her, 


tion, and the greateſt Integrity ? l. 1. Od. 24. 
And yet he has the aſſurance to call it no leſs than 
Catholic Communion upon Catholic Principles. But 
let us firſt ſee what is true Catholic Communion upon 
Catholic Principles, and then compare it with what 
our Author calls ſo. Whoſoever was admitted by 
Baptiſm into any part of the Catholick Church was 
in Communion with the whole, as every Member is 
a Member of the whole Body ; and into what part of 
the Catholick Church ſoever he removed, he was ſtill 
in the ſame Communion, and was obliged to conti- 
nue ſo: On the other hand, all that were excluded 
out of any part of the Catholick Church, as Here- 
ticks, Schiſmaticks, and excommunicate Perſons, were 


excluded out of the whole Church under ——_— 
L or 


RO. SE, 
for it was againſt the ancient Di for one 
Church to admit to Communion thoſe that were cut | 
off by another. And this was the reaſon that the | 
ancient Chriſtians, when they travell'd, carried Co- 
municatory Letters with them to certifie the Churches 
whither they came, that they were in Communion 
with their own Church ; upon the fight of which 
they were admitted to all the Rights and Privileges | 
of Communion, in any part of the Catholick Church; 
but then they were obliged to hold Communion ons | 
ly with the Catholick Church , wherefoever they 
came, and to avoid all Communion with the Schiſ- 
maticks of Foreign Churches, as well as with thoſe 
of their own; for if they join'd with thoſe that were 
divided from the Church, they forfeited their Right 
to Catholick Communion, and were eſteem d divi- 
ded too. By the Laws then of Catholick Communion, 
he that was once in Communion with the Church, 
was obliged always to hold Communion with it. Our 
Author's Catholic Communion is ſtated Communion with 
a Diſſenting Congregation, and Occaſional Communion 
with the Church. By the Laws of Catholick Commu 
nion, he that reſided in any part of the Catholick 
Church, was obliged zever to communicate with 
thoſe that ſeparated from it. Our Author's Catholick 
Communion is ſo far from being confined to the Church, 
that it will be confin d to no Se or Party : So that 
if thoſe are the Laws of Catholic Communion, out 
Author's, if it muſt be Catholick, is no better than 
Catholick Schiſm. 

And yet he can tell us, that as he believes a Ci 
| tholick Communion, he practiſes a Catholick Commu 
nion of Saints. Is ſeparating from the Church, and 
coming to it again, upon ſome occaſions, that Cat hv 

5 5 lich 
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lick Communion of Saints which the Goſpel teaches, 
or the Catholick Church ever allow'd? Nay, this 
deſultory Practice of ſeparating, and occaſionally 
communicating, and then ſeparating, again, is not 
only condemned by the Catholick Church of the 
beſt and pureſt Ages, but by all the Churches in the 
World at this Day; Eaſtern and Weſtern, Reform'd. 
and Popiſh, by the old Non-Conformiſt Clergy of 
this Church, and by the Presbyterian Afſembly of 
Divines; and yet mult nom be Catholic Communion 
upon Catholick Principles, tho tis a Contradiction to 
both. And I am not able. to gueſs at any Reaſon 
why the Author calls. it ſo, unleſs it be that Catholick 
primarily ſignifies Univerſal ;; but then Univerſal Com- 
union reſpected only the Univerſal Church, and not 
the SeFs and Parties that were oppoſite to it. But 
aur Author's Univerſal Communion, which is confined 
not to the Church, nor to any one Sect or Party that 
is divided from it, is not Catholick or Univerſal Com- 
munion, but Latitudinarian Schiſm. And I defire this 


Author to name that Church in any Part or Age of 


the World, that would have admitted him to Com- 


munion with this LIP” and Practice; and that 


muſt be an admirable Catholick Principle and Pra- 
Fice, that would have excluded him out of the whole. 
Catholick Church. | 
But here I ſhall leave the Advocate, and addrefs 
my ſelf to the Occaſional Conformiſt, and with all the 
Good-will that one Chriſtian bears another, exhort him 
to be conſtant to the Church and to himſelf. I have 


examin'd the Reaſons your Author produces for Se- 


paration, and. have ſhewn their Weakneſs and In- 
ſufficiency. He has not truly ſtated the Queſtion, 


which is not, Whether there are Corruptions, &. 
in 


in the Church: For if this were true, which he has 
not yet proved, it is not à Tofficient "Reaſon for 
Separation, as appears by the Church of Corinth in 
the Apoſtles Days; nay, the Brommiſtt acknowledged 
they ought not to ſeparate from a Church, becauſe 
it had ſome Corruptions, unleſs they were ſuch as 
deſtroy d the Being of it. And indeed our Author's 
Reaſons are ſuch Pretences as may be employed 
againſt any Church, and, as I have ſhewn, will, 
in their turn, ſerve. every Hereſie and every Schiſm. 
But the ſingle Queſtion that lies before you is, Whe- 
cher in holding Comtnunion with our Church, you 


are obliged to do any thing which God's Law for- 


bids? And nothing leſs than a clear Conviction of 
this, can juſtifie your Separation from it. But as the 
numerous Volumes that have been written by Diſſen- 
ters, have not yet prov'd the Terms of our Com- 
- munion ſinful; fo you who communicate ſometimes 
with it, can't well be ſuppos'd to believe they are. 
When you qualifie your ſelf for an Office, you join 
in the Ordinary Service, in the Litany, and in the 
Communion Service; you receive the Holy Sacrament 
at the Hands of a Prieſt epiſcopally ordained, and in 
what you call a xt Communion; he wears a Sur- 
plice, and you receive kxeeling. Here all your Scru- 
ples are at an end ; .and if you continue in'Commu- 
nion with the Church all your Life, you need do no 
more; and when you do it once, you do it after 
Deliberation, and in a moſt folemn manner. And 
now let me ask you, whether you believe this lawful 
or not? If you believe it not lawful, it is ſo great 
Hypocriſie and Prophaneneſs, that you ought not to 
do it once; I'll not ſay, for the greateſt Poſt in the 
Kingdom, no, not for all the Kingdoms of the World, 


and 


(4) 


and the Glory of them. But if you believe it lawful, 
then you ought to do it always, and you'll incur as 
great guilt on the other hand if you do not; be- 

zuſe you are obliged to do all that you lawfully can 
do, to preſerve the Unity of the Church; and there- 


fore to ſeparate from the Church when you can law- 
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s ih) communicate with it, is to incur the guilt of 
d Pehiſmn ; and if yon think that a fmail Sin, conſi- 
|, Wer that pathetick Prayer of our Saviour, for the 
1. Minity of Chriſtians, a little before he died for us, 
at they all may be one, as thou Father art in me, Jon 17.-2. 
u nd I in thee, that they alſo may be one in us, that the 
r- World may believe that thou haſt ſent me. Conſider 
f Ihe many earneſt Exhortations of the Apoſtles to pre- 
je Nerve Unity, and their repeated Cautions againſt Divi- 


os, Conſider the Idea the Holy Fathers had of 
chiſm, which: is a rending of Chriſt's glorious Bo- 
ly, and which they rank'd in the ſame Degree of 

uilt with Adultery and Murther, and believed the 
Blood of Martyrdom would not waſh away its Guilt.. 
onſider what have been the fad effects of it in this 
ation, and what Advantage it.hath given the com- 

on Enemy of the Reformation. Conlider,laſtly,that 
your Occaſional Conformity is a molt deſperate Cauſe. 
have ſhewn you it is condemn'd by the Primitive 
hurch, and by all Modern Churches: It is con- 
lemn'd by the Diflenters (a) themſelves, and to (a) See two 
make the Condemnation of your Practice compleat, 59% ment.” 
you are ſel condemned too. By conforming to the cation of the 
hurch you condemn your Separation as ſinful, and —_—— 
dy ſeparating you condemn your Conformity as unlam- os hd. 
#1, For it your Separation from the Church is ne- dal of Occativ- 


to ' * o . . a) Wa 
he /r, your Communion with it muſt be ſinful; but — — 
1 F your Communion with it is lamful, your Separatiom poitolical Con. 


from formity. 


C42.) 

From it is can eſe and 55 chiſmatical,, Theſe Conſe- 
| quences. are 0 Plain a necellary, + Bal the Wit 
of Man cannot avoid Y Jem. . Keie o, can vo 
jultific this Scha ion with -s 70 the — ? IHF 
the Intention of the Laws is to admit none to Offices 
who are not Members of the eltabliſh' d Church, and 
requires the receiving the Holy Sacrament as, a Teſt 
or Profeſſion that they are ſo. How. can you make 
this Profeſſiou, when you are not a Member, of it, | 
but of an oppoſite Communion f ls this what a Man of 
Probity would doin an Action of common Life? How 
much leſs reconcileable is it to thoſe clear and upright |! 
Intentions with which Divine Worſhip ſhould be per 
form'd, and which are like the Salt that ſeaſons the 
Sacrifice > To conclude, this dodging in Commu- 
nion is apt to beget an Indifferency to any Church, | 
and that an Indifferency to all Religion, the 1 
Step to Atheiſm. And you may obſerve, that your | 
Author, which makes the Communion of the Church | 
(a) A Jette a thing indifferent, is ſoon ſucceeded by (b) another, | 
a arr" we that makes itzeedleſs. The firſt will have it not neceſs | 
-Communin. ſary for any Man to be a fix d Member of one Church; 
the latter holds it not neceſſary to be a Member of | 
any; and prophanely burleſques the Authority of the 
Church, the Prieſthood, and one of the moſt ſacred } 
Inſtitutions of the Chriſtian Religion, with Infamy 
enough to himſelf, but if it alles with Impunity, 
with Reproach to a Chriſtian Nation. Thus after 
your Author had endeavour'd to looſen. all the. Obli- 
gations to Church Communion, to palliate his own 
Practice, this comes and attempts to diſſolve em. 
And tis no wonder, for tis a very caſie and natural 
Paſlage from being of any Communion almoſt, or W 

any Church, to be of no Communion and a0 Church, 
The 


py 5 
NS __— 
8. The whole Cauſe lying in his two firſt Chapters, 
it I have been longer upon them; and ſhall therefore 


u only make ſome ſhort Remarks upon thoſe that re- 
S8 | | 

0 His third Propoſition. 

KC An Occaſional Conformiſt is not ſo formidable a Cea- 


ture, when we conſider that the Difference be- 
tween a Churchman and a moderate Diſſenter is' 


p very little, 

at "> es , | 
r Why doth he not then anite himſelf to the Church? 
he The /eſs the Difference, the more ineæcuſable is the Se- 
u- paration, and the greater the Schiſm For the Unity 
h, of the Church, and Peace and Obedience to Laws, 
xt are not little things ; and Diviſſons and Schiſzr are 


always great Evils. See br. Durell 
Page 18. He would make the Presbyterian Cauſe — 11 95 
here common with that of the Reform d Churches Reforn'd Chur- 


er, | 
ef- abroad. What! | becauſe many of the Reform d #5 4 5k 
Churches have . Biſhops, and . thoſe that have not, Srillingflcer 
of never ſeparated from a Church for that reaſon, and 1 
he blame thoſe that do? Becauſe they have all ſtated been (cid i * 
red Forme of Prayer, and our Presbyterians have none ? ver. Unrea- 
ny Becauſe they have all ſore Ceremonies enjoin d, which 3 _ 
ty, Ware no where commanded in Scripture, and ſome off, 7. 
ter them many more than the Church of England? As et ia 
li- the Lutherans. learned Bout, 
n Page 18. He oppoſes. Re- ordiuation (which com- 1173, Sc. 
m. I monly the French Miniſters do not ſcruple to ſubmit Fan 
ral 0) and ſays, It was not pracłiſed ever before Arch- 4 Diſcourſe 2. 


| . 7 | . — 7 bout Church- 
;ſhop Laud's time ; for which Þxeter him to the An - Aug woot 


wer Dr. Sherlock gave to Mr. Baxter, when he ob- pefence, &e. 
Hg jected, f. 437. 


Arch- biſpop 


Laud againſt 


Fifher, p. 280. 
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jected, Re-ordination was not required in former times. 


And I know not how it ſhould, taith the Dean, when 


there were none to be re-ordaind. But may they not 
worſhip as Lay-men (as ſome think they are no better ). 
if they cannot act as publick Miniſters ® And what are 
the People concern'd in this Diſpute, who are neither 
required to be ordained nor re-ordain'd ? 

And ſince he has mention'd that Arch-biſhop:to his 
Diſadvantage, p. 28. give me leave to do Right to the 
Memory of. that great Man. This Author ſays, Other- 
wiſe that Lady was in the right, who when ſhe had aH 
Arch-biſhop Laud, Whether one might not be ſaved in 
the Roman Church: And he having anſwered, Ter. 
But did the Arch-biſhop ſay no more? Did he not give 
this Anſwer, with ſeveral Diſtinctions which this 
Author conceals (as the Jeſuit did. before him) and 


which he could not but know; for they follow im- 
mediately after tlie words he refers to, I'll give em. 


you in the Arch-biſhop's own: words, What ! not one 
Anſwer perfetly related! My Anſwer to this was ge- 
neral, for the. ignorant that could not diſcern the 2 


rors of that Church; So they held the Foundation, and 


conform'd themſelves to a religious Life. And in the 


following Pages he ſhews (perhaps no Man better) 
the great Hazard of Salvation in that Church, tho? 
we allow a Poſſebilitz of it. Here were no leſs than 


three Conditions in his Anſwer, of which our Au- 


thor mentions not one, but repreſents it abſolutely, 
that it might ſeem to favour the Church of Rome. 


And is juſt ſuch an Inſtance of his Sincerity, as the 


Blood of that great Prelate and Martyr, is of the 
dire Moderation of his Party in that Age. Modera- 
tion without Precedent! for he was the firſt Prelate 
and, Peer that ever was deſtroy'd by the two Houſes. 


of: 


(45 ) 

ol Parliament (ag they call d themſelves) in a Le- 

giſlative way, as that great and noble Hiſtorian, the 

late Lord Clarendon obſerves, in his inſtructive and 

excellent Hiſtory of the Rebellion, p. 441. The main 

Charge againſt him was a,Defign of introducing Po- 
pery, tho he brought (e) over more, at leaſt more (c) 5ee « 137 
conſiderable, Perſons, from that Church, and pre- Y 2" 7 _ 
vented from going to it, than, I believe, all the Oc- 22 — 


caſional Conformiſts and Diſſenters that are now alive 75 fe Schu 
ars great 


; Bar of the Houſe: 
byterian Moderation towards the Church of Lords : cy. 

77. pPrianus Angli» - 
cus, p. 319. 


of England. 1 | , 

Page 18. He preſumes our Church will not con- 
demn the Ordinations of Scotland, which has no Bi- 
hops. I know not but the next time he'll preſume 
it approves em. But I perceive he has not ask d her 
Opinion, becauſe he only preſumes it, and when he do's, - 
he may find twas only his own Preſumption. But 
in return, I deſire. when he writes next, to tell us, 
whether he and his Party approve or condemn The (d)Rufhworth, 
Repreſentation-of the Commiſion. of the late General * 3 = 

{/embly, in which, after  feyeral Reaſons | againſt Une bis Grace 
granting Toleratian to theſe f the, Epiſcopal: Perſna- — 
on z they add, towards the Cloſe, We do therefore ſiner, and the 
voſt humbly beſeech, yea," we, art bold in the. Lord, and mi Hmaratle 
the Name of the Church ff God in the and, care in, e. 
veſtly, to. obteſt. your Grare.,, and the moſt, Honourable Humble Re- 
tate, That no. ſuch - Motion of any Legal Toleration e. * 


o theſe of the Pralatical Principles, may be entertain d of the late Ge- 
1+ 4 L 3 by neral Aſſembly. . 
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jetted, Re-ordination was not required in former times. 


And I know not how it ſhould, laith the Dean, when 


there were none to be re-ordaind. But may thcy not 
worſhip as Lay-men (as ſome think they are no better.) 
i they cannot adt as publick Miniſters * And what are 
the People concern'd in this Diſpute, who are neither 
requircd to be ordained nor re-ordain'd 2? 
And ſince he has mention'd that Arch-biſhop to his 
Diſadvantage, p. 28. give ine leave to do Right to the 
Memory of that great Man. This Author ſays, Other- 
wiſe that Lady was in the right, who when ſhe had askd 
Arch-biſhop Laud, Whether one might not be ſaved in 
the Roman Church-? And he having anſwered, Ter. 
But did the Arch-biſhop ſay no more? Did he not give 
this Anſwer, with ſeveral Diſtinctions which this 
Author conceals (as the Jeſuit did. before him) and 
which he conld not but know; for they follow im- 
mediately after the words he refers to, I'll give em. 
Arch-biſhp you in the Arch-biſhop's own words, What ! not one 
. Anſwer perfe#ly related! My Anſwer to this was ge- 
nueral, for the ignorant that could not diſcern the Er- 
rors of that Church; So they held the Foundation, and 


conform'd themſelves to a religions Life. And in the 


following Pages he ſhews (perhaps no Man better) 


the great Hazard of Salvation in that Church, tho? 


we allow a Poſſzbilitz of it. Here were no leſs than 


three Conditions in his Anſwer, of which our Au- 


thor mentions not one, but repreſents. it abſolutely, 
that it might ſeem to favour the Church of Rome: 
And is juſt ſuch an Inſtance of his Sincerity, as the 


Blood of that great Prelate and Martyr, is of the 


dire Moderation of his Party in that Age. Modera-- 
tion without Precedent! for he was the firſt Prelate 
and Peer that ever was deſtroy'd by the two Houſes 


of: 
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of Parliament (as they call'd. themſelves) in a Le- 

giſlative way, as that great and noble Hiſtorian, the 

late Lord Clarendon obſerves, in his inſtructive and 

excellent Hiſtory of the Rebellion, p. 441. The main 

Charge againſt him was a Deſign of introducing Po- 

pery, tho he brought (e) over more, at leaſt more (0 See 4 £57 

conſiderable, Perſons, from that Church, and pre- 9 21 Per/ms, 

vented from going to it, than, I believe, all the Oc- 82 

caſional Conformiſts and Diſſenters that are now alive h, e Scho- 

have done, and writ one of the beſt Books that poſſi- 5, 7 

bly was ever publiſh'd againſt it. And by the way, Leaning,os'le 

it may be obſerv'd, the (d) Day they paſſed the fan 

Ordinance which took away their Metropolitan's — names 

Life, they. paſſed the fore- mention d Ordinance to hee in bis 

aboliſh the Uſe of the Common- Prayer, another In- Birof the — a 

ſtance of Presbyterian Moderation towards the Church Y Los : Cy- 

of England. | * — 
Page 18. He preſumes our Church will not con- 

demn the Ordinations of Scotland, which has no Bi- 

hops. I know. not but the next time he'll preſume 

it approves 'em... But I perceive he has not ask d her 

Opinion, becauſe he only preſumes it, and when he do's, | 

he may find twas only his own Preſumption. But 

in return, I deſire. when he. writes next, to tell us, 

whether he and! his Party approve or condemn he (d)Ruſhworth, 

Repreſentation-of the Commiſion. of the late General 2 6 "ng 8 

{/embly, in which, after feyeral Reaſons againſt Unto his Grace 

granting Toleratian to theſe of the, Epiſcopal: Perſna- —— — 

vn ; they add, towards the Cloſe, We do therefore ſimer, and the 

voſt humbly beſeech, yea, me are bold in the. Lord, and 2 — > ns 

in the Name of the Church | of God in the Land, ear- — = 

eſtly, to obteſt your Grace.,, and the moſt Honourable Humble Re- 

:/tates, That no. ſuch Motion of any Legal Toleration * Q 


jo theſe of the Prelatical Principles,| may be entertain d of the ite Ge 
| | N. * by neral Aſſembly. a 
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12 a Law, &c. This is true Presbyter 
let 


ee HS 
bythe Parliament, being pet ſuatled, 1hat i the preſent 
Caſe and Circumſtances of this Church and Nation; ts 


enact a Toleration for thoſe of that way (which God in 
his infinite Mercy avert.) would be to eftabliſh Iniquity 


iam Moderation, | 

free from Reſtraints, without Reſerve, or. Diſ- 
guiſe : And I defire our Author to tell us, Whether 
he thinks it a Virtue? But FTll aſſure him do not men- 
tion it, to ſuggeſt any Thoughts of returnigg the 
like upon their Brethren here, but only to awaken| 
our Endcavours to ſecure the Church, that we may 
never come to want a Toleration our felves, not 
to plead Moderation at their Tribunal. 

Page 21. After his Rebuke to the Nonjurants, he 
gives no better Quarter to thoſe that conform, if not 
of that Party which are in his good Graces 3 if he 
can't blame their outward Actions, he'll arraigu their 
Intentions. And here, and in ſome other places he 
runs riot, and rails without meaſure. If he can 
ſhew ſo much Violence and Bitterneſs of Spirit, in a 
Book that bears the Title of Moderation, what may 
be expected from ſuch Men, when Zeal marches in 
the Front, and Power in the Rear? 

His Calumnies of Altar Worſhippers, Arminianiſm, 
Pelagianiſm, and a Diſpoſetion to recerve the Romiſ 
Religion, have juſt as much Truth and Probability, 
as that the Repreſentatives of the Clergy in the Lower 
Houſe of Convocation, are turning Presbyterians, Theſe 
were the old Calumnies of 41; yet the World ſaw, 
when they had pulFd down the Church, no Tempta 
tions from abroad, nor ill Uſage at home, could in 
duce the Clergy to leave its Communion, which 
they adher'd to when they gain'd nothing but Per 
ſecution by it And the Reſtauration in Sixty * 
then 


ſent us all as ſecret Friends to the Papiſts 


(47) 


them in the ſame: Communion ready to enter their 

(pres when they, had been molt unjuſtly ejected ; 

ſo that the Presbyterians and the World were Wit- 

neſſes of the Falſhood of that Calumny. However, 

within twenty Years the ſame Party had the Face to 

renew it again; inſomuch, that Dr. Stillzxgfleet com- 

plain d of it in theſe words, This Advantage was ta- Preface to the 

ker by the inveterate Enemies of or Church, to repre- Unccatonable- 

s (ſo improbable tion. p. 3d. 35. 

a Lie, that the Devil. himſelf would bluſh at the tel- printed 1881. 

ling of it, not for the Malice, but Folly and ill Con- 

triwance of it) and thoſe who were more moderate, were 

content to allow three or four among the Biſhops to be 

Proteſtants, and about four or fiue among the Clergy 

of London. But when a few Years after, the Popith 
ontroverſie grew warm, who were the Men that 

then enter d the Liſts? Why theſe ſecret Friends to 

Popery, the Epiſcopal Clergy, wrote above two hun- 

dred Books 6 it ; and the Diſſenters (who dread see the c 

the very Shadow of Popery inthe Church, and which “e. 

is but a Shadow of their own making) wrote two. 

But after all this Demonſtration of its Falſhood, to 

revive this Calumny again againſt ſo many Members 

of the Church as this Author doth, only ſhews that 

{ome Men will never be out of Countenance ; and 

that when they have loſt all ſenſe of Modeſty they'll 

have little Regard to Truth. | ak ain 

In this Chapter we have a large Account of the Dif- mi if theſe 

ferences in the Church of Exgland. Either theſe — 

Differences are conſiderable, or they are not; if not, ters Sen, 

it was impertinent to take notice of them 3 if they , the Schi, 


. ti . A id Le 
are, it ſhews the-peaceable Temper of the Members 5 me . 


of the Church; that tho' they have ſome Differen- 8 
r. SnerlOCcR A 


ces, they do not break Communion for em. If they h b. 
had Stilling. p. 81. 
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Mat. 11.18, 19. 


(48) 


had among em many of this Author's dividing : Sie G 
rit and Principles, they might poſſibly form as many |} 


ſeveral Schiſms as he reckons up Differences. I ſball 
not trouble my ſelf or the Reader to examine em 
all. In fome of his Differences the-Church has de- 
termin'd. neither way, but left her Members to their 
Liberty; as either to read the Pſalms and Hymns, 


or to ſing them; but is it not the ſame Service ſtill? 


either to bow or not to bom towards the Altar. And 


now when the Church has left us to our Liberty, 
and we uſe that Liberty differently, is this any Ob» 


jection to the Church, or Fault in her Members? But 
xehold the Perverſeneſs of theſe Men, when the 


Church enjoins one uniform Practice, then the Out- 


cry is Impoſctions ; when ſhe leaves things at Liber- 
ty, and her Members uſe this Liberty differently, as 
they may, then we hear of nothing but the Diffe- 
rences in the Church. John came neither eating nor 


drinking, and they ſay he hath' a Devil. The Son of 


Man came eating and drinking, and they ſay, Behold 


a Man gluttonous and a Wine-bibber, a Friend of Pub- 


licans and Sinners. 5 

Some are indeed Irregularities of certain Church- 
men. Some, faith he, read all the Prayers, according 
to the Rubrick (and all ought to do fo) others read 
more, or leſs, as occaſion requires; for which; and for 
ſome other things he mentions, I mult confeſs they 
deſerve to be ſeverely cenfured by their Superiours ; 
but he might have ſpared them however: For what- 


ever theſe Men are, they're not likely to be any of 


thoſe he-calls High Churchmen. I ſhall leave his 
other Differences with this Remark; that he has re- 


preſented fome of them falſly and unfairly; and that 


notwithitanding the good words he ſometimes gives 


the. 


(49) 
the Church, in this place, and in ſome others, he 
diſcovers fo much Ill- vill to it, and ſo many of its 


P 


— 4 
1 


> ay Yy 12 WO 4a* F 00- lms z—w © _ I. i hd r 


Members, that if other Occaſional Conformiſts are of 
his Temper, I (ball begin to diſtract what others have 
fear'd, That Occaſional Conformity may oy an Ee 
Sine to deſtroy the Church. 

Page 28. He ſays, the High Church em the 
Diſcaters Meetings as ſchiſmaia The Diſtinction 
ot High and Low Church is what I by no means like, 


and the leſs becauſe this Author ſo often makes uſe 


of it. But is it the Characteriſtick ot a High Church- 
man to belizve the Diſſenters Sch ſa ic f Do not 
all Churchmen believe them ſo? They muſt be Low, 
very Low Churchmen indeed that do not. They mult 
— the Diſſenters Separation is cauſeleſs, or it is 
; if canſeleſs, they muſt believe they are 85 ehbiſma- 
* but if they think they have Cauſe (and ſinful 
Terms of Communion are the only Cauſe) to ſeparate 
from the Church, they are indeed no Churchmen, 
and ought to ſeparate themſelves. If therefore hell 
make it one of the Characteriſticks of the Righ 
Church to believe the Diſſenters Schiſmaticks, 1 hope 
he reduces the Low Chnrch to a very inconſiderable 
Number. There are ſome whom Mr. Baxter ſtiled 


Palſſive Conformiſts, who, he ſays, did not reproach A Diſcourſe 
about Church 
Unity, P. 57- 
Ibid. p. 55. 


the Di — as Schiſmaticks ; of whom the preſent 
Dean of St. Paul's gives this Character, I ſuppoſe he 
means ſuch Conformiſts, if there are any ſuch to be found 
now, as he tells us elſewhere, began the laſt Cuil Wars 
for 4 Reformation, without Biſhops cr Liturgy, and 
ſuch as Mr. B. and his Brethren would have been, 


had they been taken into the Church, and will be when- 
ever they are. 


O But 


( 500 


But lia ve not all our eminent Div ines had the 
ſame Opinion of the Diſſenters Separation, which 
he would now aſcribe only to the High Church? 
And wherein is their Caſe alter d? Doth the 
Toleration free them from the Guilt of Schiſm-? 


_ . - - af wy ". fs "_ _- * my a 2 
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* I heartily wiſh it did, for their own ſakes, and fo it 
JR would, were Schiſzz the Tranſgreiſion of Human 
5 Laws ; but Schiſm is breaking the Unity of the 
. Church by a cauſeleſs Separation, and ſo the Tranſ- 
. greſſion of the Divine Law. Indeed, when the Meet- 
2 ings of Schiſmaticks are forbidden by Human Laws, 


to meet then adds the Tranſgreſſion of Human Laws 
to their Schiſm, and makes it Sedition too; but if 
it was a cauſeleſs Separation, it was a Schiſm before 
it was forbidden by Human Laws, and will be ſo, 
tho' they meet under the Protection of em. When 
a Government gives a Toleration, it doth not couſi- 
der the Merits of the Cauſe, ſo much as their Plea 
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5 of tender Conſcience, the Eaſe and Quiet of the Sub- 
5 jects. Are not the Quakers tolerated ? And yet the 
18 Presbyterians think them Schiferaticks, and ſome- 
28 what wore: Were not the Novatians ever eſteem d 
5 Schiſmaticks by the Catholic Churob, notwithſtanding 
be their Agreement in Faith, and the Indulgence that 
5 was given them? But let the Aſſembly of Presby- 
15 terian Divines decide this, who in their Anſwer 
=. l to the Independents lay down this Propoſition, 
3 wine cates Fo The Notion of Separat iun 1% not io be meaſured by 
TY — —_ _— Civil Ad, of State, nt by the Word of Goll. 
E. ingncets Un- ; | Na 8 

2 —— of Separation, p- 68. | * n 
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, His Fourth Propoſition. Be 
ojing f Moderate Di 
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toithe ee 
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| | | His Fifth. 
— iem-uldoantege 29: the church, 


and N * — 
His Sixth. 


That the late Bill againſt Occafs onal Conformity, 
world have been highly — Church. 


Whether the employing Occaſional Conformiſts is 
prejudicial or advantagious to the Church; whe- 
ther it endangers or ſtrengthens it; and whether the 
late Bill againſt Occaſional Conforadiey would have 
been prejudicial to the Church, or have ſecured. it ; 
are all Conſiderations that lie before the Bagilla- 
tive Power, and not this Author or me, and there 
I ſhall leave them. And there he might have left 
them too, for he is not like to be conſulted on theſe 
Queſtions, unleſs it be as Father Pazt adviſed the 
Abbot of Medard, for a general and infallible Rule, 
To conſult with the Jeſuits in all the Difficulties'that printed at the 
might occur in the proceſs of his Studies, and to reſolve ud  4rch-bie 
the clean contrary to that which they ſay. I ſhall not ,. "wy 

rouounce fo univerſally on all this Author's Advice; 


t I rhink it excellent Advice-of the Son of Syraek, 
| and 
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and a ſufficient Anſwer to theſe three Propoſitions, 


is jealous ; neither with a Coward in matters of War ; 
nor with a Merchant concerning Exchange; nor with 4 
Buyer, of ſelling ;, nor with an envious Man of Thank- 
farlneſs ; nor with an unmerciful Man touching Kind- 
neſs ; nor with the Slothful for any Work ; nor with 4 
Hireling for a Tear, of finiſhing Work ; nor with an 
idle Servant about much Buſineſs ; I'll only add, wor 
with a Presbyterian about ſecuring the Church of Eng- 
land. It's founded on the ſame Reaſon, and as great 
Experience, as the Son of Syrach's Counſel. In the laſt 
Age they were for reforming the Church by a ſoleam 
League and Covenant; in this Age they are for 
ſtrengthning it with Occaſional Conformity. But they 
prov'd ſuch barbarous Reformers, and have left ſuch 
ugly Scars behind them, we are. afraid -of: ſuch 
Guardians; and our old Wounds almoſt bleed afreſh 
at the ſight of their Power. | I 


His Seventh Propoſition. 
That Diſſenters from the Eſtabl 2 Religion, 


have been employd in moſt Nations and Govern- 
ments. | 


He inſtances in Joſeph, made Governour of E- 
egypt; in Daniel, with his Companions, Hananiah, 
Miſhael and Azariah, advanced by the Emperor of 
Babylon to the chief Places of his Court; but he 
ſhould have added, that neither the greateſt Poſts 
of that Empire, on the one hand, nor the Terrots 
of the Lions Den, nor fiery Furnace, on the other, 
were able to make them Occaſional Conformiſts to 0p 

am 
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Law of Uniformity, as to ſhe at once his Reſpect 
to Church and State, he is pleas'd to call it. He 
gives us, in the next place, Iuſtances of ſeveral emi- 
nent Jem, who were employ d by the Perſan Em- 
perors, in Offices of the higheſt Truſt; as Ezra, Ne- 
hemiah', Mordecai : Of others of the ſame Reli- 
gion, advanced by Alexander and ſome of his Suc- 
ceſſors, as well as by the Romans; but is there one 
Occaſional Conformiſt amongſt them all? No, not 
one; and it's probable that their Conſtancy to 
their Principles in an eminent Fidelity to their 
God and their Prince, recommended them to 
the Favour of theſe Princes, and was the Rea- 
fon of their Advancement. He tells us the R 
man Emperors employ'd their Chriſtian Subjects. 
in their Armies ; and 'tis no wonder he detired 
the Service of ſuch faithful Subjects, when Prin- 
ces generally uſe Soldiers of all Religions. But 
here he might have told us, how jealous theſe Sol- 
diers were of the leaſt Appearance of Occaſonal 
Conformity; inſomuch that when Julian, to gain 


a ſurreptitious Worſhip to his Idols, from his Chri- Tc zm. 1.5.15; 


ſtian Soldiers, choſe to diſtribute ſome Money with 
his own Hands among them; and ſeating him- 
ſelf near the Altar by which his Idols ſtood, order d 
that whoſoever deſired to receive any Money, ſhould 
burn ſome Frankincenſe on the Altar; which the 
Soldiers readily performed, ſuppoſing it was only a 
Reſpect paid to the Emperor: But as ſoon as they 
underſtood the Snare, they return'd and threw back 
the Money, declaring, They were deceivd, and 
would not keep it on thoſe Terms. Here was a 
noble Proteſtation againſt an Occaſional Contormi- 


ty, wherein they were only paſſive, and where 
| P their 
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their Ignorance might ſeem to have made their Ex+ 
cute. ; , "354, e 
He tells us of Pagans employ d by the Chriſtian 
Emperors; but even amongſt thoſe Pagans can he 
produce one Occaſional Conformiſt £ He tells of the 
Privileges of the Proteſtant Ele@ors, and other Pria- 
ces of Germany; but are they the Price of Occaſo- 
nal Conformity? No, they are Civil, | Hereditary 
Rights which they are born, not advanced to. He 
tells us in Fraxce there have been Proteſtant Mar- 
ſhals, ſuch were Turenne, Schomberg, &c. but they 
went not to Maſs to qualifie themſelves for thoſe 
Employments: And ſinceſhe has named theſe two, to 
the Honour of the latter, in that Chriſtian Combat, it 
ought to be remembred, that when he could no longer 
be a Marſhal of France, without conforming to a Re- 
ligion from which he was a Diſſenter in Conſcience, 
he kept his Integrity, and quitted the Dignity. I ſpeak 
this without any Reflection on the great Memory of 
the former ; he might be convinced before he made 
his Change, and I dare not ſay he was not: How- 
ever, for the ſake of others who may temporize 
( tho' he might not) let me add, that if to retain 
that Dignity he quitted a Conſcience, a Mar- 
ſhal's Staff of Fraxce, à Sepulchre with Kings, and 
a glorious Epitaph, were but Shadows in Ex- 

change, | 
Thus I have curforily run over his Inſtances of 
the Advancement of Diftenters from the eſtabliſh d 
Religion, which are fo few for all the Kingdoms of 
the World to afford in the fpace of almoſt four 
thoufand Years, that they only ſhew us that tis a- 
Zainſt the common Maxims of Government, and there- 
fore are but fo many Exceptions that confirm the 
general 
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general Rule: Beſides, ſome: of them are but of 


_ 


particular Perſous, as Jaſep5 che only Perfon, of 


the Hebrew Nation, that we know - of, advanced in 


the large Kingdom 


has repreſented very unfairly, but whatſoever they 
are, they make a very improper Appendix to his 
Book. He writes a Bock to prove that Diſſenter- 
upon their Occaſional Conformity ought to be ad- 
mitted to Employments in the Government, hat gives 


| Inſtances of the Advancement. of Diſſenters that were 


no Occaſional Conformiſts,..and mY one that was 
ſo; So that the Precedents he alledges, arc a Rebuke 
to the Practice he defends; - and this laſt Chapter is 
a ſort of Satyr upon the reſt of his Book. To have 
purſued his Subject he ſhould have given us an Hi- 
ſtorical Account of Ottafone! Comformiſts. This I had 
ſome Thoughts of doing my ſelf, beginning with 
Baflides, and purſuing it thro all Ages, down to 
the late Practice of a certain Order in China, which 
Hiſtory would have been no Credit to his Cauſe ; 
and I'll aſſure him the only Reaſon I wave it is, becauſe 
I think true Moderation a Virtue, and do not delight 
to ſay the ſevereſt things. Our Author, I contels, is 
very ready with Precedents, but his Misfortune 1s, 
they are ſeldom or never to his purpoſe ; but if he 
thinks fit to enter on the Queſtion at large, of em- 
ploying the Diſſenters in general, let him with = 

Us 


(36) 
reading, when he writes next, give us 'Precederits of 
any King or Queen, W) were themſelves of the 
eſtabliſh d Religion, who ever einploy d Diſſenters 
from it, that had once ruin d the Monarchy and the 
Church, and ſhew d no Signs of Repentance. This 
will be 4 piece of Hiſtory entirely new to his Rea- 
ders, and Boch to his own parpolt: but if heavrites 
no more till he gives us this Hiſtory, we are not in 
halt a to hear of him. D lt = 4 
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Anſwer to the Eleventh Section of Dr. Da- 

- wenant's Eſſays of Peace at Home aud War 
I 


L X 7 HEN I beard Dr. Davenant would appear in 
| Print againſt the Bill to prevent Occaffonal 
Conformity, I had, I confeſs, ſome Curiolity to ſes 
what he could ſay againſt a, Proviſion that I ever e- 
- If ficem'd agreable to all the Rules of true Religion and 
bpolity, or for a Practice that is contrary to both: But 
when I look d into his Book, I ſoon perceiv'd, that 
inſtead of defending the Practice, as ſome have done, 
he ſpeaks of it with all the Deteſtation that an honeſt 
Man ought; and what he ſays againſt the Bill, is no 
more than what may be ſaid of the beſt things in the 
World, . e. They may be miſrepreſented, and fal ſig 
charged and abuſed; and whoever reads his Diſcourſe, 
which begins p. 239. and ends with that Section, may 
| calily diſcern, that all his Arguments turn on theſe 
two Points, That the Bill looks like an InfraiFion of 
what the Diſſenters think their Right, and ſeems at leaſi 
to lead towards a Repeal of the Toleration, which is a 
Miſrepreſentation of it. 241y, That if it ſhould: paſs 
mio 4 Law, tnconveniencies may pojſubly enſue. But 
f they are not Effects of the 2 but of 1 


of Men, to impute ku Ka to the Law, is a falſe * 
upon it, and an Abuſe of it. 

But here I mult obſerve, that as the Doctor never 
once names the Bill inall his Diſcourſe upon it, ſo he 
touches it ſo tenderly, as if he were unwilling to 
meddle with it z and when he propoſes his Argu- 
ments, tis in ſuch a manner, that tis not eaſie to di- 
ſtinguiſh, whether he ſpeaks from his own Judgment, 
4 or the Miſapprehenſl ions of Diſſenters. If this was 
* his own Opinion of the Bill, he ought to have told us 
8 ſo, and we ſhould have underſtood him better; but if 
A they are only the Diſſenters Miſtakes of it, he ought to 
4 have rectify d em, and not form'd Arguments upon 

5 em. But whether the Miſrepreſentation be his, or 
theirs, or both, all his Arguments that — kw 
it will be anſwer d, if it appears, 

- xt, That as this Bill gives the eſtabliſh'd Church 10 
new Security, nor its Members new Privileges; ſo nei- 
ther does it take from the Diſſenters any Favour or 
Privilege that the preſent Laws intend them. 

2dly, As to admit only the Members of the eſtabliſn d 
Church to Offices, and to exclude thoſe that are not, 
is no Security given to the Church; ſo it has nothing 
in it extraordinary, but is the common Maxim and 
Method of all Governments. 


And, 3dly, Is err conſi ſtent with the A of 
Toleration.” 


(a) The cr. As to the firſt; if the intention of che FR) lu 
e now in being is to ſecure the Church, by placing all 
| the confiderable Offices of the Government in the Hands 
of its Members, and excluding all that are not ſo; and 
requiresthe receiving of the Holy Sacrament according 
to the Rites and Uſage of the Church of England, as 
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ge a certain Teſt or Profeſſion, that all who receive it 


thus (b) are true Members of that Church. And if (b) See the 


ver Occaſional Conformity makes this Profeſſion inſincere- nga re. 


he ly, and fo lets into Offices thoſe who are no Members 
to of it, then the Bill deſign d to reſtrain this Practice, 
zu- doth no more tlran reinforce the preſent Laws that 
di- are eluded by i it and excludes none from Offices, who 
nt, are not by the intention of thoſe Laws already exclu- 
as | ded. And this ſhews' that the principal Argument 
us | which the Doctor has form d for the Biſſenters, has 
t if no Foundation. "Wil not the Diſenters, ſaith he, be p. 242. 
to | apt to reply, we are 605 ſd wor 4 Right to remain ſepa | 
on rate from the mum 2 ly," and yet o your Commit- 
or — Not to qualifie your ſelves for Offices, if you 
n | remain ſeparate from the main Body : For as long as 
vou continue ſo, you are barr'd from that Right, by 
10 the Iutention of our Laws. If we ſor by Hypocrijie, there 
+ | # God to inflitt bis Vengeanceon ws. But if our Hypo- 
or | crific eludes the Law, and may deſtroy the Conſtitution 
in Cuhrch and State, under the Colour of thoſe Laws 
'd | that were made to preſer ve both; the Majeſty of the 
Xt, Legiſlature, and the Sanction of the Laws, as well as 
is the Safety of the Conſtitution, call. for a Reſtraint to 
d be laid upon i it. 13 hot pitting 110 upon & new Foot, Ibid. 
F we may not at the fame time have our Liberty of Con- 
fl ſcience, and enjoy all "the Privileges and Advantages of 
5 other Engliſhmen, qualifying our ſelves as the Lam re- 
's | quires? The AQ that grants Liberty of Conſcience, does 
I! not ca Kitate Jour Places, nor repeal thoſe Laws: 
ls _ were made to ecude you: And if you might 
d enjoy Offices without being Conformable to the eſta- 
g bliſh'd Church, you would iadeed ſtand upon a dif- 
8 ferent foot from your fellow Subjects, and enjoy great- 
ser Privileges ham other Engliſnmen. Are me harr d 


fr 078 - 


(4) 

row this, by uny Lam in being 2 Molt certa 9 

=P 2 by no leſs than two Laws, unleſs h 
wid. oblige according to their intent and mean in 
4 nem Law to bind thoſe who thought theanſe ff 
ever ſerce the Toleration ? I cannot anſwer for 
Thoughts, but the new Law, properly ſpeaking, will 
enact nothing new, but only — 4 former Laws 
that have been evaded; and is not the ereting 4 nem 
Citadel (if that Compar nf may and Language is allow- 
able between the Ley idlative Power and the Subjects) 
Pge244 but the repairing an old one. But 4 nem Jaw in this 
muatter may look like a breaking into. what alrexdy is al- 
moſt by e Conſent 25 liſo d in Faabur of Diſen- 
ters. How far this Law is new, I have ſhewn al- 
ready: But inſtead of Conſent he ſhould. bave 
ſaid Connivance, which can. never; preſcribe a- 
gainſt Law; and tho it may be pleaded. againlt a 
Proſecution in an inferior . tis n Plea to 
Legiſlature againſt enforcing the Law, unleſs they ll 
pretend there is ſome other power of repealing Laws 
— the Legiſlative, or that to «lads. Laws IS, to 
E cm. 1 * 

3 Reaſoning might Reina? BC very 
partial Diſſenter, but from a Member of che. Church, 
and a Do&or of Laws tis a little furprizing, He muſt 
know that the Intention of a Law is its Saul, its u- 
trinfick Form ʒ and that the Preſervation. of the Con- 
ſtitution was the ae Intention of the Corpora- 
tion and Teſt As, and ought therefore to be princi- 
pally regarded! in the Interpretation and Execution of 
them, according to that Rule of his own Profeſſion. 

. 1. Si quis nec Ir omni diſpoſitiune attenditur, quod principatiter agi- 
= cauſam. tur. But Occaſſonal beben perverts all the ends 


2 2 Si certum 
AY — -.. theſe Laws, and may ſome time or other under 7 
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(5) 
mine the Church-by thoſe Methods that were taken 

to preſerve it; which he knows is directly contrary to 

another Maxim in the Law, Finem certum reſpicien- L. Quod favore 
tia, non debent operari contrarium. And if any one © De Legibus. 
Sentence of either of thoſe Laws, taken by it ſelf 

and interpreted ſtrictly according to the Letter, might. 

ſeem to bear the Occaſional Conformilt's Senſe of a 

tegal Qualification; yet the Doctor knows by all Rules 

of Law, Incivile eſſe niſi tota lege perſpecta una aliqua 1. 4. F. de Le. 
ejus particula propoſita,. judicars. And that Non de- =. TIDY 
bet aliquis confrderare verba | utique nuda] ſed volun- verborum ſig- 
tatem, cum non intentio verbis, ſed uerba intentioni de- nifcatione. 
beant deſervire. It is againſt Law, to take a Sentence 

and judge of it apart, but in Conjunction with the 

whole Scope and Tenor of the Law : And if any 

words of the Law be doubtful, they muſt. be explain d 

ſo as to ſerve the Intention of it; and therefore ac- 

cording- to another Rule, NRauudlem legi. facit. qui ſal- L. contra. 
vis verbis legis, mentem ejus circimuuemit, The Law is F. De Lesibis. 
then abuſed when you keep the word of the Law, and 
prevaricate in the ſenſe and meaning. »And again, In 

legen peccat, qui verba legis: amplex ur; contra legis ni- 

titur voluntatem; He breakrt he Lam, miu ſticke to its 

Letter, aud goes againſt the Intentiam fit. Indeed to 

pretend to obſerve the Letter of the Law, whilſt you 

clude its Intention, is the ſubtileſt way of tranſgreſſing 

it; and the moſt pernicious too: For a Practice that 

directly claſheth with the Letter af the Law, will be 

reach 'd by its Penalties; but this evades the Penalties, 

and renders the Law uſeleſs. Thus had the Doctor, 

inſtead of going counter to the Rules of his Profeſ- 

lion, to create an imaginary Right for the Diſſenters, 

employ'd thoſe Rules to allay their 7agrmary Fears, 


C. De Legibus. 


by ſhewing them how Ts Tas, 7 is, 1-N-nduþium, 


and 


and that tho Hill takes dot one Privilege from: chem 
that the Kaus intendithem, he had done the e 
and the Diſſenters tooi greater Service. 
- 2dly, As the Bill, by excluding Diſſenters from 
Offices, gives the Church no »ew Security, ſo it has 
nothing 19:itextrcordjprary, but is the common Maxim 
and Method of all Gorernments. This is 10 well 
known; that I need not prove it: However xt us hear 
(a) In bis Ter- (a) Miin Heer Fagel, the. late Penſioner of Hol land, 
ter t2 Mr. Se. upon this Head, becaute he was a conſiderable Mini- 


hoart, Ad vo- 


cate, giving an ſter, of great Abilities, equal to-liis. Station, and in 


| account of the & Commonwealth; that is famous for the Liber ty ſhe 


_ -— grants itt Religion; and yet ſtrictly excludes from Offi 
— 2 ces all that are not Members of the Religion eſta» 
T boaghts en: bliſh'd. And be depriv d, faith he, © 12 that jaull A: Ad- 
Ne, hs len vantage (if it is at all to be rechon of 
and Penal 4 Share in the Government: ant publich = ; 
en; _ * ſuce in all places. of theWarld, this herbeen always the 
Privilege of the Religion that ir eſtabliſh d by Ei te 
be,, gain, I. is certain thut there is n Kingdom, Cn 
wealth, or any conſtituted. Body or Aſſembly whatever, 
in which there are not Laws macle for the Cry there- 
of ; that provide, againſt. all Aitentpts «whatſoever that 
diſturb their. 7 auc that preſcribe the Conditions 
and Qualities thatithey judge neceſſary for all that ſhall 
bear Employments in that Kingdom, State, or Corpo- 
ration.” Has not the Engliſh Legiſhture as much 
Authority to preſcribe theſe Qualities and Conditions, 
as any other Kingdom br State? Or doth the Church 
of Exgland deſerve this. common Security leſs: than 
other Churches ? Or hath ſhe Je nced of it, 
becauſe ſhe has ſuffer'd more from Diſſenters than 
any National-Church this Day in the World? But 
wid. t return to the Penfuler, Aud no Muir. can 8 
alt 


m 
ck 
m 
28 
m 
211 
ar 


F 


142 


1 af . 
ſaith he, that there 3s anf Injury. done him that he is 
wot adautted to Employments when he doth not ſati e 
the Conditions and Qualities required. And what ex- 
traordinary Privileges do our Diſſenters pretend to 
above all other Diſſenters in the World, that Laws 


Qor's Language? Or that a Bil! which deſigns only to 
enforce theſe Laws, ſhould give them reaſon to urge, 


like an dufract ion of their, Rights, e the Do- 
that they are obliquely injur d or hurt by a- fide Wind ? 


Or why muſt they, think themſelves excluded in any p. 247, 253% 


ſenſe, from being Members of the Common- wealth, If 
they are not admitted to Places without ſatisfying 
thoſe Conditions that all the Members of it are obli- 
ged to-? The Laws, properly ſpeaking, exclude none 
from Offices they only preſcribe: the Qualifications 
to all that are admitted to them. 

The Perſons who cannot come up to. theſe 
Qualifications, exclude themſelves; and then they 
are indeed under an Incapacity of enjoying Offi- 
ces, but tis not an Incapacity that needs a new 
Law to reſtore them; they may by their own Ad 
reſtore themſetves.. It was their own Scruples put 
the Bar in their way, and when ever they can lay 
thoſe aſide, the Bar is removed, and the way to 
Offices will lie as open for them, as any of their 
fellow Subjects. And in the mean time, are they 
not as free and ſecure as others in their Perſons, in 
their Eſtates, and in the publick Exerciſe of their 
Religion, which are all the natural, civil or reli- 
gious Rights they can pretend to as Men, Subjects, 
or Chriſtians; for no Man can pretend a Right to 
Civil Offices, but upon the Conditions the State 


confers them. Nor is it at all neceſſary that a Man 


| ſhould 


which: preſcribe theſe: Qualifications here, muſt Iook Tage 240. 


(3) 
fkould be an Officer, to be a free Denizon. Nor 
are the Di/nters in Holland eſteem'd ever the leſs 
Members of the Common-wealth , becauſe they 
are never Officers in it. And this may convince 
us alſo, oy n ü Nas 

In the Third Place, that the Deſign of the Bill 
is entirely conſiſtent with the Toleration, ſince the 


States of Holland, which grant Diſſenters the moſt 


Page 239. 


extenſive Liberty in Religion, do yet exclude them 
from all Offices in the Government. What Founda- 
tion then was there for the Doctor's Reflection, Ti- 
not probable that any will be ſo imprudent as ever to 
attempt a dire repealing of the Lame; which allow Li- 
berty of Conſcience in this Kingdom; but all thoſe Heats 
which ſeem in the leaſt to lead towards it are as care- 
fully to be avoided 2 Mult the Bill then be repreſen- 
ted to ſeem indirectly at leaſt to lead towards re- 
pealing the Toleration? What! becauſe it inviola- 
bly confirms it? Is Liberty of Conſcience then incon- 
ſiſtent with a private Life? Or-do's any Man's Con- 
ſcience dictate to him that he muſt be a Magiſtrate ? 
What was the Intent of the Toleration Act, but to 
ſecure to the Diſſenters the free Exerciſe of their Re- 
ligion; as the Deſign of the Bill is to enforce the 
Laws that were made to ſecure the Church? The 
Act of Toleration preſcribes the Conditions of enjoy- 
ing Liberty of Conſcience, the Bill the Conditions un- 
der which Men are admitted to Civil Offices. Laſtly, 
They are quite different Perſons that are concern d 
in the one and the other; and all thoſe for whoſe 
lake the Toleration was granted, are not in the 


-Iealt affected by the Bill. That was granted for thoſe 


who cannot conform, this touches only thoſe that 
can; nor them neither in their private-Communion, 


but 


(9) 
but only as they pretend to publick Employments. 
In ſhort, except the-Preamble of the Bill, which 
confirms the Toleration, the Matter of the one and 
the other are wholly different ; and the Perſons con- 
cern'd in the one, not in the leaſt affected by the 
other; and the Intentions of each ſo entirely di- 
ſtin&, that in the longeſt Tract of Time they need 
never interfere, but like parallel Lines, how far ſo- 
ever extended, will never touch or croſs upon one 
another. .. 

And when the Bill is thus vindicated from Miſ- 
repreſentations, this alone will in a great meaſure 
prevent the 11] Conſequences the Doctor ſuppoſes 
may follow from it; for when Men ſee they have no 
Injury done them, they can have no reaſon to be an- 
gry. However, theſe poſſible Inconveniencies make 
the ſecond Claſs of his Arguments, which we are now 
to conſider. 

It is not indeed ſo well with Mankind that any 
Scheme of Affairs or Law can be propoſed, that no 
Evils ſhall poſſibly attend it; and therefore to argue 
againſt any thing from poſſible Inconveniencies, is 
a very fallacious way of Reaſoning, unleſs you will 
put into the Scales, all the Inconveniencies that may 
follow from the want of it, which the Doctor (as 
if he were retain d only on one fide) has omitted to 
do. But ſince the State of the World will not ad- 
mit of any Meaſures that will prevent all Evils, 
all that we can do, is, to chuſe - thoſe which will 
N us againſt the moſt, or the moſt conſide- 
rable. 

However, as the ill Conſequences the Doctor ſets 
before us are only poſſible, ſo whatever only may 


be, may as well not be: And it is againſt all 
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Co) 
the Rules of Prudence, to wave à certain pre- 
ſent Security, for future poſſible Dangers. 
Beſides, if ſome of theſe fhonld bappen, they 
are not Effects of the Bill other wiſe than by Acci- 
dent, but are to be imputed to the Iniquity of Men; 
and therefore all his Arguments on this Head are 
but ſo many Inſtances of that faulty way of ar- 
guing, which is calld in the Schools fallacia acci- 
dentis. | 
And now after theſe general Remarks, let us exa- 
min his Arguments more particularx. 
It may, faith the Doctor, at /firſt occaſion Diſ- 
putes, thoſe Diſputes may raiſe Heats, and-thoſe Heats 


muſt have a general bad Influence upon all other Af- 


fairs: But all this may perhaps go higher, Tenactous 
Zeal in a wrong Cauſe, &c. And ſo he goes on, en- 
larging on the ill Conſequences. But have not ſome 
of the greateſt Heats been raiſed by the Struggles 
of contending Parties for obtaining Power, and by 


their croſs Meaſures afterwards in the Adminiſtra- 
tion of it? But when none who are not Mem- 


bers of the Church can pretend to any "ſhare in 
the Government, and all that are in it act upon 
the ſame Principles, and purſue the fame Ends, 


theſe Struggles and Heats will be at an end, at 


leaſt can never riſe to any formidable Heighth, 


Would thoſe Heats and Diſorders in One (thouſand 
ſeven hundred and one (of which no Man ſeems 
more ſenſible than this Author) ever have riſen to 
that amazing Heighth, if the Civil Power had been 


only in the Hands of Men of one Principle and In- 


tereſt; and doth the Doctor believe none of thoſe 
Men whom ſuch a Bill would have excluded, had 
any Influence on thoſe Diſorders; or that ſuch Men, 


when 


( a4 ) 


when in Power, aue no always a dead Weight to 


any Faction that oppoles the Church, or a Mini- 
{try that is true to the Intereſt of it. Beſides, this 
Proviſion will probably remove thoſe mutual Jealou- 


ſies which have been the Source of many Feuds. 


The Church will have nothing to fear from the Diſ- 
ſenters, when they have no Opportunity left to un- 
dermine or diſturb her. And the Diſſenters will be 
ſecure againſt any Attempts upon their Liberty, when 
the Church as in no Danger from it; ſo that to pur- 
ſue the Doctor's Metaphor, F the To 

Artioles of Peace that ſeem'd to be concluded betwixt 


both Parties (tho the Church and her Members are 


the whole, and thoſe only Parties that are ſeparated 
from it) ſuch a Proviſion will make this a firm 


= 


and laſting Peace, by adjuſting and ſetling the Li 


mits on both ſides. 


But admit, ſaith he, that none of this bap-p. 245. 


pens; ſuppoſe the Point quietly yielded, and that 
they that thus give Battel to Hypocrifie are widto- 


rions ; tho the Victory may be deferable, will it make 
ns ſtronger and ſafer: Les, certainly, if an uni- 


ted Government or Kingdom. is ſtronger and ſafer 
than a Kingdom divided againſt it felf ; for if there 


be Diviſions, in a Country, yet when the Civil Power 
is in united Hands, the Kingdom it ſelf is not divi- 


ded : And why not make us ſafer and ſtronger as 


well as other States, who amidſt their Differences 
in Religion, owe their Tranquillity to the Wiſdom 
and Succeſs of this Method? Shall we be afterwards bid. 


better united among our ſelves in Civil ar Religious 
Matters? That we ſhall be better united in the firſt 
appears from what goes before; and tho Diffe- 
rences in religious Matters may continue, they 1! 
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 ſftians, and that may enjoy their 


LL EY 
not be of ſo dangerous Conſequence when the 
Civil Power is united to preſerve our Conſtitu- 
tion. 

On the contrary, ſaith he, are not Effects quite diffe- 
rent from all this, to be rather apprehended £ Will not 
the Diſſenters thereupon be inclin'd to take new Mea- 
ſures, and enter into new Councils? Is it not probable 
that they may think they are again divided from us, 
and that it will be neceſſary for them once more to have 
a ſeparate Intereſt from that of the whole Publick? And 
may not all this raiſe Ferments in ihe Blood, and bring 
feveral acute Humours to float in the Body politick, 
which now ſeem to lie quiet? When the Now-Confir- 
niſts fancy themſelves to be attack'd, is it not to be 
fear d they will ſtrike up a ſtrider League than perad- 
venture now they have with ſuch Perſons as are diſcon- 
tented? Nc. III not deny but this is pofhible'; 
but then nothing can be more raſh and precipitate, 
more unreaſonable and unjuſt, than ſuch Meaſures; 
for Subjects to mutiny againſt Authority, becauſe it 
ſecures its own Conſtitution, whilſt it gives them 
Liberty; to bandy into Factions againſt a Govern- 
ment, becauſe they are not admitted to have a Share 
in it, on other Terms than the Law preſcribes, than 
their Fellow- Subjects enjoy it; or than other Diſſen- 
ters in any part of the World are admitted to it. Pen- 
ſioner Fagel (aid, Their Highneſſes do Jo believe, that 
the Diſſenters will be fully ſatisfied, when they ſhall be 

or ever cover d from all Danger of being diſturb d or 
puniſhed for the free Exerciſe of their Religion, upon 


any ſort of Pretence whatſoever. And he gives us his 
own Sentiments in theſe words, I confeſs F could 
never comprehend how any that profeſs themſelves Chri- 
eligion freely, and 

without 


W . Wo WW YJ G6. T7 


its: how 


(13 ) 


mitted to Employments ; and = thoſe Laws in which 
the Security and Quiet of the eſtabliſhed Keligion con- 

ould be ſhaken. There appears in theſe few 
Lines the Spirit. of a good Chriſtian, and a good 
Subject; and tis to be hoped the Diſſenters will re- 
flect on em, and think of wiſer and calmer Mea- 
ſares, and not enter on thoſe factious and turbu- 
lent, Courſes.-which the Doctor ſuſpects they will, 


and Which the indifferent World (as that Stateſman 
Bas donc) will judge an indelible;Reproach to any. 
that profeſs - themſelves: Chriſtians. t was {aid before 
the Toleration was obtain'd Grant but Liberty of 


Religion, and you'll di ſtinguiſh betwixt — 5 and 
FadGion : And. .. When Subjects have that Li- 
berty g granted, to —— becauſe they 
cannot t ve Offices too, upon their on Terms, is 
flagrant barefaced Faction, without the leaſt pretence 
of Conſcience left to diſguiſe it. 


withonhayy Miſturbance, cavrjudge is len ful to go dlont 
to Aiſturh, the e of inwp; Kinzdownion: Sele, or 10 
overturn Conſtitutions, that ſo t hey themſelves may be ad- 


The Doctor proceeds, Hey who promote this mat- Page 247. 


ter think perhaps it will contribute towards creatin 

Unity, &c. But are there not Reaſons to believe they will 
rather harden in their Separation? That will — 
from their own Temper, as Clay hardens by the ſame 
Heat of the Sun which ſoftens Wax. But has the Do- 
ctor forgot his own Example of Henry III. of France, . 
Who deft ſting from Perſcoution, brought the Hygonots = 
by-Crowds.into the Church of Nose, only by exclu- 
ding them from all Offices and Employments? and 
it was believed (as he faith) that he would have redu- 
ced his whole Kingdom to one Religion, if he had not 
chang d his Meaſures. And why ſhall not that Me- 
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thod which perverted ſo many to Error, have 
Succeſs in con more to the Truth, where dem 


neo only confid er to be convincecꝰ 


However, to prove it more probable chat this 
Method will not contribute to unite them to the 


Church, the Doctor contemplates the Diſſenters in their 


proper Forms and Racks, in a View of the whole Peo- 
ple; and then confiders them in their Perſons, as be- 
ing either good or bad, and from what they are to be 
excluded. And here he has ſome fine Speculations 


that trace out the Courſe the Diſſenters both good 


and bad will probably take, but all this is ſhootings 
at Rovers; for it is moſt probable, that according 
to their different Tempers, Paſſions and Intereſts, and 
the different Degree of their Averſion or Inclina- 


tion to the Church, they will fall into different 


ways; However, tis a future Contingent that de- 
pends on the Wills of other Men, and lies out ef 
the Reach of Argument; and therefore all the Ar- 
guments he employs on this Head, are but ſo ma- 
ny Conjectures, which might be confronted with 
as many on the other ſide, 
guing. 

But I muſt obſerve in his View of the Diſſen- 
ters, tho he mentions Tradeſmen in general, he 
has not particularly conſider d the Tradeſmen of 


the ſeveral Cities and other Corporations -in Exg-. 


land, amongſt which there are a great many Diſſen- 
ters; and tho, as he ſaith, the Education of the 

Diſſenters generally 

Court, the Bar, or Armies; yet he muſt own they 


are very capable of the Offices of Magiſtracy-in their 


own Corporations, and often poſſeſs them; than 
which there 1s not a more important Branch 'of the 
Civil. 


if gueſſing were ar- 


has not fitted them for the 
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Civil Power in the Engliſh Conſtitution, and yet 
(for what reaſon I will not ſay) is wholly paſled' 
over by the Doctor, even when he is conſidering 
from what Offices they are to be excluded. © 
Let us now take a View of the Diflenters un- 
der another Diviſion, which is much more mate- 
rial, and that is of thoſe who will be affected by 
the Bill, and of thoſe whom it will not touch. 
All the Quakers, and, I think, Arabapriſts too; 
and among the Prtsbyterians and Independents, all 
who are conſiſtent with the Principles of their Se- 
paration, are not in the leaſt affected by this 
Bill. They cannot qualifie themſelves for Places 
by Occaffonal Conformity, and therefore will not 
be diſcontented at the Reſtraint of a Practice which 
they condemn, and of which they can make no Ad- 
vantage. When they can conform once for a Place, 
they muſt think themſelves obliged to conform al- 
ways ; and therefore will be no more excluded from 
ofice, if the Bill paſſes, than they are by the preſent _ 
Laws * 


So that none but the Latitudinarian Precbyterians 
and Irdependents will be excluded by it: And are 
theſe Bats in Religion Men of ſuch Value, that the 
Safety of the Church muſt be hazarded for their 
ſakes? But whatſoever they are, we may very well 

apply to them what that wiſe Stateſman (before 


mention d) ſaid of the Roman Catholicks, I their page 5. 


Numbers are ſmall, then it is not .reaſonable that 
the Publick d be dliſturbd on the account of ſo 
few Perſons, eſpecially when they have the free Ex- 
erciſe of their Religion : And if their Numbers are 
greater, then there is ſo much the more reaſon to be 
ifraid of them. Eſpecially if they deſerve that — = 
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(69 
racter the Doctor gives them (and the Bad, lie) 
ſays, are the Majority in all Perſuaſions and Sects) 


Such as have no true ſenſe of Religion, meer Hypo- 
crites, whoſe pretended Godlineſs is no more than 


Singularity and Pride; Perſons f ſuch abandoned. 


Þ riuciples, 40 whone. Relivion is indifferent; and hon ys 


Intereſt can carry to 4 Church which (they ſuy is full. 
of Errors. Who, have 4 convenient Privilege to be 
of both ſides, .to traverſe from one to another, as 
ba ſee mot for their Profit; and whom he intro- 
duces arguing thus, F me cannot get our ſelves, 
iuto the! State, why: may not the State he brought 0 
4 If we can 70 the ſuperiour Religion, ; we ſhall. 
have all the Power; who knows what \a reſolute Per- 
ſeverance may produce? the Attempt. once ſucceeded, 
covering aur | Deſigns under the, Veil of Reforming 


Zeal; and by our Arts, Boldneſs, and, Induſtry, did 


we not, overthrow a Government ſtrong] ſupported? 
And why may not the ſame be done again? And 
are theſe Men fit for Places of Truſt? Or can 
there be a better Argument for the Bill, than. to 
keep ſuch Men out of Power? But with what Face 
can the Doctor, who has this vile Opinion of em, 


appear againſt laying ſome Reſtraint upon ſuch Nen? 


By ſome Mens Writings one wouͤld be tempted to 
think they were haled into Controverſie againſt their 
Judgments, and wrote againſt Inclination. ar 
Quid non mortalia peFora egit 
Auri ſacra fame — 

1ſhall not ſay this of the Doctor, but 2 be 
obſerve, that he cramps all his Reaſons againſt the 
Bill with may-be's, perhaps, and peradventures, as if he 
was afraid of their doing any Execution; he might 
have truſted to their native Weakneſs. But when he 
I 


(17 ) 
ſpraks againſt the Occaſional Conformiſts and tlacir 
) Practice, he fetches Blood almoſt at;every Stroke. It 
is well if they do not ſuſpect he writes Booty; for his 
black Gharacter of them is ſingly an Argument of ten 
times more Force for the Bill, than all the Reaſons 
he has urged againſt it. But to conclude : If they 
ſhould harden themſelves into ſuch deſperate Reſo- 
lutions as the Doctor ſuſpects, to give ſuch Men 
Power would not change their Tempers, bur enable 
F them to do more Miſchief. But Faction is never for- 
2 midable without Power, and is but a feeble thing 


— 


5. when the whole Power of a Government is united 

i But do they not want ſomewhat, ſaith the Doctor, pc 2:5. 
J which ænrong their own thoughtleſs Vulgar they may call 

7 4 Perſecution ? May they not rejoice at but a Colour of page 257. 
& | pretending to be perſecuted ? Can it be prudent to help 
their Teachers with à popular, th falſe Topick to ex- 
6 claim npon, among their Followers, &c. When Men 

id | have the free Exerciſe of their Religion, without the 

an | leaſt Compulſion, if they'll. complain of Perſecution 
tO | becauſe they have not Offices too, the World will be 
c apt to ſay their Godlineſs is notbing but Gain, and 
m, their Religion Dominion and Power. I. 
Nr Having gone thro the Doctor's Arguments drawn 
to from the ill Conſequences that may follow from lay- 
eir ing a Reſtraint on Occaſional Conformity, I might 
Ino repreſent on the other fide the ill Conſequences 
that may follow from that Practice. But I ſhall 
only touch upon one, which is, That the Church 
but may ſome time or other he deſtroy d by it; and altho 
the the Doctor has not been pleas d to give the Hazard 
he or Security of the Church any place in his Diſcourſe; 
ght yet it is ſuch a Conſideration, as will ſingly turn the 
E Ballance 
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(18) 


Balance agaitift'all the Weight he Has put ate ng 


other Scale ; and tho” che Danger is not at hand 


>oflible Evils, and which if they ever eriſue; wiltnos 


8 from the Bill, but from other Cauſes, which 
might produce worſe Effects without it, are Amuſe- 
ments only for unthinking People, but will never di- 
vert wiſe, Men from clotting with' a preſent certain 


Security, when they can have it; for When we want 
it moſt, we ſhall be leaſt able to obtain it. We have 


lately ſeen the whole Order of Biſhops ſunk in one 
part of our Iſland, when they could not have Votes 
themſelves to fapport it: And tho we have no im. 


mediate Reaſon to fear the like Calamity; yet ws 


cannot but reflect, after it was deprefs'd"there, in the 
laſt Age the fatal Contagion reach'd us too. And there- 
fore when the Stake'is fo great; our 1 
can hardly bear proportion to it; and if we deſire to 


tranſmit that Divine Inſtitution, and whatſoever is 


= 1 


primitive in our Church, to our lateſt Poſterity, we 
ought to guard againſt ſo manifeſt and dreadful a Ha- 
zard ; which if we do not, inſtead of that great Rleſ- 
ling, the greateſt of Misfortunes may deſcend to fu 
ture Ages; but then the Guilt and Reproach will 
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Pere 3. add lle, p. 5.1, 3, Ki rather; p. S in the Margin ea 


Oxonii for Oxoniæ; p. 11. I. 18. for Reaſon r. Seaſon; p. 11. in the Mat- 


gin ſor nefarios r. nefuriis; p. 32. I. 19: dele that; p. 33. I. 9. for their. 
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ſtruſt; p. 52. I. 17. add that. Page 3. in the 
p. 37, ibid. I. 18, for our read your, 
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